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CARROLL HEFT, President. Firm, Heft, Coates, Boggs Heft, 
201 6th Street, Racine, Wisconsin. Lawrence Coll. B.A.; Univ. Wis., 
LL.B.; Phi Alpha Delta, Delta Sigma Rho, Forensic. Member Ameri- 
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Nolan Rooney, 1500, 100 West Monroe Street, Chicago Illinois. 
Loyola University, DePaul University, LL.B. Member American, IIli- 
nois and Chicago Bar (Ins. Comm.) Associations. Contributor 
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Tampa Florida. University Florida, LL.B., Phi Delta Phi. Mem- 
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Maritime Cases; author chapter Florida Law and 
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[2] 


FS TA 


EDWARD BYRNE, Vice President. Firm, Byrne, Bubolz 
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quette University. Member Wisconsin (Director Ins. Sec. 1955-58, 
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Stanford University. Phi Delta Phi. Order Coif. Member Cali- 
fornia and Los Angeles Bar Associations; International Association 
Insurance Counsel. 


WILLIAM LUCKETT, Vice President. Firm, Brewer, Brewer 
Luckett, P.O. Box 306, Clarksdale, Mississippi. LL.B. University 
Mississippi. Past Note Editor, Mississippi Law Journal. Member 
American, Mississippi and Coahoma County Bar Associations. 


DAVID PAYNE, Vice President. Vice President and General 
Counsel, Surety Life Insurance Company, 1935 South Main Street, 
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LEO GAFFNEY, Board Governors, 1961-63. Office, 272 Main 
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General Counsel, Lumbermen’s Mutual Casualty Company, 4750 Sheri- 
dan Road, Chicago 40, Illinois. Northeastern University, LL.B. Mem- 
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HELP WANTED! 


THE FEDERATION QUARTERLY DESIRES ARTICLES 
INTERESTING LEGAL TOPICS INVOLVING PHASES 
TRIAL PRACTICE AND PROBLEMS 
INSURANCE MATTERS—LIFE, FIRE, 

MARINE CASUALTY. 


ANY MEMBER THE FEDERATION ELIGIBLE BECOME 
AUTHOR ARTICLE FOR THE QUARTERLY. 


For Further Information Apply the Editor. 


Message 


“To truly professional there must continued study and con- 
scientious thereafter throughout man’s working life, 
coupled with continuing endeavor meet the high standards 
set for the calling.” 

The quotation from the writings Dr. Solomon Huebner, the 
pioneer and still dean insurance education, the Insurance Man the 
Year, the recipient the Federation Award for 1961. The privilege 
seeing and hearing this year young, energetic, enthusiastic, inspired 
scholar will remembered. Our Federation Award went educator 
for the first time our years existence. 

But, this was only one the outstanding privileges and pleasures 
enjoyed our 1961 Annual Meeting the Drake Chicago. The able 
general chairmanship Edmund O’Brien, with Robert Rooney 
program chairman, and Perry Fuller entertainment chairman, gave 
excellent and varied events which were both educational and lot 
fun. Our wives and children were enthusiastic about the events planned 
especially for them. easy report those who could not come 
that our 1961 Annual Meeting was successful. report necessary 
those who attended, except announce our future convention dates, 
which are: 

1962 Mid-winter Meeting: 
Grand Bahama Hotel 
Grand Bahama Island 


1962 Annual Convention: 
Hotel Vancouver 
Vancouver, British Columbia 


So, enter new year with insure ample 
and excellent planning, you will find the committee appointments else- 
where this issue. anyone who appointed cannot act, please advise 
both the chairman that committee and me. you would like ap- 
pointment specific committee, please write accordingly. you 
have suggestions, confidential note will appreciated. 

number substantive law committees have been appointed 
study, research, and keep current their respective fields. This not 
repetitive with the A.B.A., any other organization. The primary 
purpose each committee will prepare paper report that can 
given the Annual Meeting, and printed the Quarterly. Each 
committee should responsible for one such paper. This effort should 


( 


make our Quarterly valuable asset our members and research tool 
that will annually annotated date. the meantime, please consider 
yourself committee one forward our Editor any article which 
you believe worthwhile and worthy our publication. 

Charles Robison, our very competent Editor, has consented con- 
tinue editing our Federation Quarterly. are grateful. 

You will pleased know that have 937 paid memberships 
which 740 are practicing attorneys, 162 are insurance company attor- 
neys, practicing attorneys and four foreign coun- 
tries. Some thinking was expressed that our By-Laws should modified 
permit total membership 1,000. Presently membership limited 
750 attorneys engaged private practice. have immediate limi- 
tation membership for those attorneys who are insurance company 
offices. Our able Executive Vice-President, William Porteous, Jr., 
charge drive increase the memberships insurance company 
attorneys who meet the high standards required our By-Laws. Your 
assistance this regard required. This adds materially the strength 
our Federation. 

addition, further study now being given the entire membership 
structure, and report will made our next Annual Meeting. All 
applications for membership should mailed our Secretary. 

our new directors and officers, our membership gives you hearty 
round applause. Congratulations! our directors and officers 
—thanks for your loyal interest and work. 

Your support Defense Research Institute (DRI) urged. You 
have already been sent pamphlet explaining its purposes, and men- 
tioned Past President Gillen’s Report appearing this issue. Mr. Josh 
Groce San Antonio, Texas, one our members, President 
DRI, and William Gillen Tampa, Florida, Chairman our Board 
Governors and immediate Past President, also member the Board 
Governors Defense Research Institute and Vice President charge 
public relations. 

concluding this first message you, may remind ourselves that 
our Federation gives opportunity service. these times 
expanding liability, new and novel coverages, controversial techniques, 
congestion, criticism age-old doctrines negligence, and willingness 
experiment, all our abilities and imagination may challenged. 
truly ‘‘a time for 

May ask for guidance! 

May equal the task! 


Sincerely, 
CARROLL HEFT 


President 
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The wenty-first Annual Convention 


HIGHLIGHT our recent convention held the 
beautifully appointed and luxurious Drake Hotel Lake Michigan 
Chicago, event that evoked much favorable comment, was the trial 
demonstration held the opening day the convention business sessions. 
Leonel Hatch Chicago, who was charge this demonstration, 
congratulated for the high tenor and realism this presentation 
that held the rapt attention the audience throughout the day. full 
report this trial will made later issue our Quarterly. The 
trial resulted verdict jury for $35,000 for injuries inflicted 
boy who was hit car ran into street retrieve 
baseball. Counsel for the plaintiff were two outstanding 
lawyers Chicago, Philip Corboy and Warren Hickey. Counsel for 
defendants were Bruce Bishop Chattanooga and Reid Curtis Merrick, 
New York. 

Program Chairman Robert Rooney, also our efficient Secretary- 
Treasurer, did splendid job with his committee putting together one 
the most instructive and interesting program speakers have ever 
had convention. Insurance policy coverage questions were discussed 
one session Ross Hume, Legal Counsel for State Farm Mutual Auto- 
mobile Insurance Company; Floyd Terbell, Assistant Secretary 
Lumbermen’s Mutual Casualty Company; Harrison Ball, General 
Counsel for Electric Mutual Liability Insurance Company; and Charles 
Adams, General Claims Attorney for Continental Casualty Company. 

Current social, economic and legislative problems corifronting insur- 
ance companies were ably discussed Arthur Mertz, General Counsel 
for the National Association Independent Insurers, and Richard 
Goodman, Attorney the Legislative Bureau the American Mutual 
Insurance Alliance. 

John Hume, Jr. Indianapolis, one our long time members and 
Vice President Indiana Insurance Company, spoke interestingly and en- 
tertainingly the relationship between home office and trial counsel. James 
Kilburn, Vice President and Counsel Wolverine Insurance Company, 
gave dissertation the scope and effect the Ryan Doctrine the 
field workmen’s compensation insurance. Jeff Crane Houston 
discussed generally the cases involving psychic trauma. Stannard Baker, 
Director Research and Development for the Traffic Institute North- 
western University, gave illustrated lecture accident reconstruction. 

The luncheon Wednesday, August featured the presentation 
the 1961 Federation Award Solomon Huebner, Emeritus Professor 
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Insurance the University Pennsylvania. The presentation, made 
last year’s recipient, Harold Glenn Evans, and Mr. Huebner’s address 
Power Insurance appear this issue. 

meeting the members the Federation Foundation was held, 
resulting the election Harry LaBrum President; David Green, 
Edmund O’Brien and John Williams Vice-Presidents; the 
reelection Clayton Secretary-Treasurer. Plans were iaid for 
implementing the purposes the Foundation and securing the assistance 
and cooperation the insurance industry. 

The heavy schedule business meetings did not detract from the 
superb entertainment features planned the Entertainment Committee 
under the able leadership Perry Fuller Chicago. Bird 
Get for members arriving Tuesday, August was held 
Tuesday evening following afternoon registration. The President’s 
Reception Wednesday evening preceded sumptuous dinner and most 
entertaining floor show. Friday evening following the closing banquet 
the members and their wives and guests enjoyed dancing Skitch Hender- 
son’s orchestra. 

The ladies and children enjoyed many events that were planned for 
them the Entertainment Committee. Each morning the ladies had 
their own continental breakfast beautiful room overlooking Lake 
Michigan. They toured the Art Institute and had courtyard tea 
took scenic boat trip along the shore Lake Michigan and the 
Chicago River that winds through the city’s business section; toured the 
Chicago Historical Society and had luncheon the famous Kungsholm 
Restaurant where they enjoyed the puppet opera performance 
Plaudits should given Helen O’Brien, Alice Fuller, June 
Rooney and their Ladies Committee for the fine program arranged 
them. 

The Convention General Chairman was Edmund O’Brien. 
him must much the credit for the smooth running the convention 
details, and Elmer Jobe did outstanding job the registration desk 
and getting the groups off the sight-seeing tours. 

Plaques appreciation were given the retiring officers. special 
“Izzy was made Reid Curtis last year’s winner, Perry 
Fuller. This Award, wicker dinner-roll type basket with engraved 
silver bottom, has now become annual event and given the member 
who has contributed most the camaraderie the convention. Reid 
won with his engaging smile and ever-present candid camera; also 
showed colored slides scenes past meetings. Award honor 
Isobel Stevens Cleveland, who brought the basket some years ago 
into the possession the Federation under circumstances best left untold. 
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Alabama 
Mr. and Mrs. Allen Bibb, Birmingham 
Mr. and Mrs. Greaves, Jr., Mobile 
Mr. and Mrs. Hand, Mobile 
Mr. and Mrs. Thomas Parker, 
Montgomery 


Arizona 
Mr. and Mrs. Ivan Robinette, Phoenix 


California 
Mr. Howard Dickey, Los Angeles 
Mr. Sidney Moss, Los Angeles 
Mr. and Mrs. John Loomis, 
Los Angeles 


Colorado 
Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Hames, Denver 
Mr. Kenneth Wormward, Denver 


Connecticut 
Mr. and Mrs. Leo Gaffney, 
New Britain 


Delaware 
Mr. Ray Becker, Wilmington 


District Columbia 
Mr. and Mrs. William Stewart, Jr. 


Florida 
Mr. James Crum, Fort Lauderdale 
Mr. and Mrs. Gobel Dean, Miami 
Mr. Druck, Fort Lauderdale 
Mr. and Mrs. William Gillen, Tampa 
Mr. Walter Humkey, Miami 
Mr. and Mrs. Michael Kinney, Tampa 
Mr. and Mrs. Phillip Knight, Miami 
Mr. James Linus, Fort Lauderdale 
Mr. Kenneth Sherouse, Jr., Miami 
Mr. and Mrs. Reginald Williams, 
Miami 


Georgia 
Mr. Edward Dorsey, Atlanta 
Mr. Charles Gowen, Brunswick 
Mr. Herbert Hamilton, Jr., Atlanta 
Mr. and Mrs. Sam Lowe, Jr., Atlanta 
Mr. and Mrs. Edward Smith, 
Columbus 


Illinois 
Mr. Charles Adams, Chicago 
Mr. and Mrs. Lyle Allen, Peoria 
Mr. John Alan Appleman, Urbana 
Mr. William Arnold, Chicago 


Joseph Bailey, Chicago 


Mr. and Mrs. Barker, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Bernard Bertrand, 
East St. Louis 

Mr. Mark Braum, Chicago 

Mr. Carnes, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Castendych, 
Sterling 

Mr. and Mrs. Saul Epton, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Tabb Fisher, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Richard French, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Perry Fuller, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Leonel Hatch, Chicago 

Mr. Robert Hennessy, Chicago 

Mr. Robert Hooker, Jr., Chicago 

Mr. Hermann, Chicago 

Mr. Elmer Jobe, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Francis Kelly, Chicago 

Mr. Philip Klohr, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Luce, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Peter McBreen, Chicago 

Mr. Hubert Merrick, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. William Nolan, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Alfred Newkirk, Springfield 

Mr. and Mrs. Edmund O’Brien, 
Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Fred O’Connor, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Paul Pretzel, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Charles Robison, 
Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Rooney, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Royce Rowe, Jr., Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Schneider, 
Park Ridge 

Mr. Bruce Smith, Chicago 

Mr. Charles Tighe, Chicago 

Mr. David Tressler, Chicago 

Mr. Tummelson, Urbana 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Tobin, Chicago 

Mr. and Mrs. William Voelker, Jr., 
Peoria 


Indiana 

Mr. Fred Frosch, Indianapolis 

Mr. and Mrs. Benton Gates, 
Columbia City 

Mr. Mark Gray, Indianapolis 

Mr. and Mrs. Keith Reese, 
Indianapolis 

Mr. and Mrs. Hugh Reynolds, 
Indianapolis 

Mr. and Mrs. John Whitinger, 
Indianapolis 

Mr. and Mrs. Aribert Young, Indianapolis 
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Iowa 
Mr. and Mrs. Alan Loth, Fort Dodge 
Mr. Paul Risher, Des Moines 
Mr. and Mrs. Edward Seitzinger, 
Des Moines 
Mr. and Mrs. Thomas, 
Dubuque 


Kentucky 
Mr. Stephen Burnley, Louisville 


Louisiana 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Franklin, 
Baton Rouge 
Mr. William Porteous, Jr., 
New Orleans 


Maryland 
Mr. Beale Rollins, Baltimore 


Massachusetts 
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Conley, Boston 
Mr. and Mrs. Max Ficksman, Boston 
Mr. Alan Miller, Boston 
Michigan 
Mr. and Mrs. David Barnett, Detroit 


Mr. and Mrs. David DeWitt, Detroit 


Mr. Austin Doyle, Kalamazoo 

Mr. Richard James, Kalamazoo 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Plunkett, Detroit 

Mr. and Mrs. Alexis Rogoski, 
Muskegon 

Mr. Thomas Stewart, Detroit 


Minnesota 
Mr. and Mrs. Maurice Rieke, 
Minneapolis 
Mr. and Mrs. Clayton Narveson, 
St. Paul 


Mississippi 
Md. and Mrs. Tom Bourdeauy, Meridian 
Mr. and Mrs. Jerome Hefter, Greenville 
Mr. and Mrs. William Luckett, 
Clarksdale 
Mr. and Mrs. George Woodliff, 
Jackson 


Missouri 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Craig, St. Louis 
Mr. and Mrs. Steward Flangagan, 

St. Louis 
Mr. and Mrs. Holtkamp, St. Louis 
Mr. and Mrs. Lowell Knipmeyer, 

Kansas City 
Mr. and Mrs. Roy Larson, Jr., 

Kansas City 


Mr. and Mrs. Edward Smith, St. Louis 
Mr. and Mrs. Paul Sprinkle, 
Kansas City 
Mr. and Mrs. Web Welker, 
Portageville 


Nebraska 
Mr. and Mrs. Clayton Byam, Omaha 
Mr. George DeLacy, Omaha 
Mr. and Mrs. Flavel Wright, Lincoln 


New Hampshire 
Mr. and Mrs. Augustine McDonough, 
Manchester 


New Jersey 
Mr. and Mrs. David Green, Newark 
Mr. and Mrs. Harkavy, Newark 
Mr. Samuel Hollander, Livingston 


New Mexico 
Mr. and Mrs. Pat Sheehan, Albuquerque 


New York 
Mr. Philip Barth, Buffalo 
Mr. William Battey, New York 
Mr. and Mrs. Edmund Brown, Buffalo 
Mr. and Mrs. Obed Carlson, 


New York 

Mr. and Mrs. Albert Cornella, 
New York 

Mr. and Mrs. Dominic Cornella, 
New York 


Mr. George Coughlin, Binghamton 
Mr. and Mrs. Reid Curtis, Merrick 
Mr. and Mrs. James Dempsey, 
White Plains 
Mr. and Mrs. Meyer Fix, Rochester 
Mr. James Hanson, Albany 
Mr. Charles Lee, Jr., Syracuse 
Mr. and Mrs. Howard Lester, New York 
Mr. and Mrs. Herbert McDevitt, 
New York 
Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Mayers, 
New York 
Mr. and Mrs. Donald Mawhinney, 
Syracuse 
Mr. and Mrs. Donald Miller, Syracuse 
Mr. and Mrs. Joseph 
Brooklyn 
Mr. and Mrs. Dennis O’Connor, 
White Plains 
Mr. and Mrs. William Sichol, Suffern 
Mr. and Mrs. Victor Werner, 
New York 
Mr. and Mrs. Sidney 
New York 


Ohio 
Mr. and Mrs. Leo Grossman, Cleveland 
Mr. and Mrs. Philip Hermann, 
Cleveland 
Mr. and Mrs. Lee Hinslea, Cleveland 
Mr. and Mrs. Wilbur Jones, Columbus 
Mr. and Mrs. Kent Meyers, Cleveland 
Mr. and Mrs. Richard Stevens, 
Cleveland 
Mr. Harley McNeal, Cleveland 


Oklahoma 
Mr. and Mrs. Joseph Best, Tulsa 
Mr. and Mrs. John Cheek, 
Oklahoma City 
Mr. and Mrs. Paul Duncan, 
Oklahoma City 
Mr. and Mrs. Jack Hays, Tulsa 


Oregon 
Mr. and Mrs. Walter Cosgrave, 
Portland 
Mr. John Gordon Gearin, Portland 


Pennsylvania 
Mr. and Mrs. Martin Cusick, Sharon 
Mr. and Mrs. William Deak, Reading 
Mr. and Mrs. Edward German, 
Philadelphia 
Mr. Frederick Hislop, Philadelphia 
Mr. Harry LaBrum, Philadelphia 


South Dakota 
Mr. Charles Whiting, Rapid City 


Tennessee 

Mr. Bruce Bishop, Chattanooga 

Mr. and Mrs. Leo Buchignani, 
Memphis 

Mr. and Mrs. Raymond Denny, 
Nashville 

Mr. Dan Finch, Nashville 

Mr. and Mrs. Tyree Harris III, 
Nashville 

Mr. and Mrs. William Herod, 
Nashville 

Mr. and Mrs. John Hooker, Nashville 

Mr. and Mrs. Percey McDonald, Jr. 
Memphis 

Mr. Francis Stewart, Nashville 

Mr. and Mrs. Robert Taylor, 
Memphis 

Mr. and Mrs. Fred Wilson, Memphis 


Texas 
and Mrs. Cleve Bachman, Beaumont 
William Betz, Dallas 
and Mrs. Jeff Crane, Houston 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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and Mrs. Allen Crowley, Fort Worth 
Sam Cruse, Houston 
Jim Frierson, Fort Worth 
Mr. Josh Groce, San Antonio 
Mr. and Mrs. Frank Harmon, 
Houston 
Mr. and Mrs. William Harvin, 
Houston 
Mr. Sam Hood, Houston 
Mr. and Mrs. Keith Kelly, Fort Worth 
Mr. and Mrs. Kleber Miller, 
Fort Worth 
Mr. Fred Newberry, Dallas 
Mr. and Mrs. Patterson, Dallas 
Mr. John Louis Shook, Dallas 
Mr. William Suhr, Houston 
Mr. and Mrs. Max Wier, Jr., 
San Antonio 
Mr. John Williams, Houston 


Utah 
Mr. and Mrs. Rex Hanson, 
Salt Lake City 
Mr. and Mrs. David Payne, 
Salt Lake City 


Vermont 
Mr. and Mrs. Henry Black, 
White River Junction 
Mr. and Mrs. Boone Wilson, 
Burlington 


Virginia 
Mr. and Mrs. Jack Browder, Richmond 


Mr. and Mrs. John Goddin, 
Richmond 


Washington 


Mr. and Mrs. 
Seattle 


Wisconsin 
Francis Bannen, Wisconsin Dells 
and Mrs. Walter Bjork, Madison 
Edwin Byrne, Appleton 
Mr. Dudley Emmert, Manitowoc 
Mr. and Mrs. Kurt Frauen, 
Milwaukee 
Mr. Bernard Hankin, Milwaukee 
Mr. and Carroll Heft, Racine 
Mr. and Mrs. Carroll Metzner, Madison 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Canada 
Mr. and Mrs. Robert O’Brien, 
Montreal 
Mr. and Mrs. Roger LaCoste, Montreal 
Mr. William Mingo, Halifax 
Mr. Edmund Peter Newcombe, Ottawa 
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Annual Report the President 


the past year have had the opportunity 
discussing with many defense attorneys and with few claimants’ 
attorneys the roles counsel the prosecution and defense lawsuits. 

you know, most contested civil litigation now the courts involves 
personal injury and workmen’s compensation claims. Consequently, 
conversations have dealt primarily with these matters, and have formed 
certain views and opinions which would like mention you. 

the outset, let make clear that think that defense attorneys, 
whole, are the best advocates the bar. however, feel that nation- 
wide the leading position defense attorneys being threatened seriously 
attorneys who represent claimants plaintiffs. 

seems that the period prosperity which have experienced 
almost continuously since World War has brought economic and social 
trends which have important bearing the matter. The standard 
living the average American has risen such level that his economic 
and social views have changed, including those related personal injuries 
and damages, whether related directly him others. this era, 
almost every jurisdiction, the value claims for damages for personal 
injuries has kept pace with exceeded the increase the standard 
living. Either cause result, the number plaintiffs’ claims 
and the number plaintiffs’ attorneys have greatly increased. 

While not admire the methods and tactics many present-day 
plaintiffs’ lawyers, must concede that, many instances, they are dili- 
gent, studious, designing, aggressive, and successful the representation 
their clients and financially. plaintiffs’ attorneys, acting indi- 
vidually and through local, state, and national organizations claimants’ 
attorneys, who pose the threat the superiority defense counsel. 

defense attorney who does not recognize this and who does not 
take the steps available him meet the challenge soon will out 
the contest. longer sufficient for defense attorney merely accept 
the defense claim and exercise reasonable care preparing his case 
for trial and trying the same. 

competent defense attorney must familiarize himself with and keep 
abreast the applicable law and its trends. This can done indi- 


Member Fowler, White, Gillen, Humkey Trenan, Tampa, Florida. Luncheon 
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vidual legal research, reading current books and articles prepared 
others, and attending legal institutes, speeches and panel discussions 
sponsored bar associations and organizations defense attorneys, such 
the Federation Insurance Counsel. 

Further, better than average, defense attorney must study the 
activities and tactics plaintiffs’ attorneys and prepared counteract 
the same. this regard, the efforts defense attorney should devoted 
not only trial tactics plaintiffs’ counsel, but legislative and other 
activities well. 

recent years, more material has been published supply the demand 
plaintiffs’ lawyers than ever before. The market has been flooded with 
books, monographs, periodicals, and loose-leaf services dealing with trial 
tactics, medical subjects, and other matters. Most this material 
little benefit defense attorney, but must familiar with 

Plaintiffs’ attorneys, through seminars, institutes, and trial demon- 
strations, constantly are teaching and spreading knowledge 
and trial tactics designed produce more than adequate awards for claim- 
ants. refer the use demonstrative evidence, the oral and blackboard 
presentation damages for pain and suffering unit time basis, 
the use excessive damnum clauses, and similar practices. 
defense attorney must keep alert and combat these tactics. 

The legislative efforts plaintiffs’ attorneys, not resisted, can lead 
serious consequences for defendants and their counsel. the legis- 
latures most states, plaintiffs’ attorneys are seeking the passage bills 
which will substitute comparative negligence for the defense contribu- 
tory negligence, which will abolish automobile guest statutes, which will 
avoid the necessity unanimous jury verdicts, and which will otherwise 
make easier for plaintiffs recover damages from defendants. 

Please understand that recognize that the claims many plaintiffs 
are meritorious and fair. Such claims should given full faith and 
credit insurance companies and their counsel and should disposed 
promptly. There are, however, too many unmeritorious excessive 
claims which defense counsel are obligated oppose vigorously. 

would difficult, not impossible, for defense attorney 
himself the many things necessary carry out the responsibilities 
which rest upon him, previously mentioned. Fortunately, defense 
attorney required fight the battle alone. There are organizations 
defense attorneys which can join and through which and other 
defense attorneys work their mutual advantage. 


The Federation Insurance Counsel such defense organization. 
One its purposes establish high standard efficiency and com- 
petency among attorneys who render legal services for insurance companies. 
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does this appropriate programs its mid-winter and annual meetings 
and the publication articles and information its Quarterly. 

Another organization valuable defense attorneys The Defense 
Research Institute, Inc. (DRI), whose membership limited defense 
attorneys. The purposes DRI are increase the knowledge and im- 
prove the skills defense lawyers and promote improvements the 
administration justice. accomplishing its purposes distributing 
monthly newsletter entitled, the and publishing 
series monographs subjects interest defense attorneys. 


The insurance industry itself presenting united front combating 
unmeritorious and excessive claims. The three major associations insur- 
ance companies—the American Mutual Insurance Alliance, the Association 
Casualty and Surety Companies, and the National Association Inde- 
pendent Insurers—have joined together and are sponsoring the Defense 
Information Office The purpose D.I.O. serve the mem- 
ber companies its sponsors developing and servicing collection 
materials importance the insurance industry, dealing specifically with 
problems legal defense the field automobile, general liability and 
workmen’s compensation litigation. D.I.O. will maintain brief bank, 
information pertaining motion strategy, forms jury instructions, 
index expert witnesses, except the medical field, and index 
medical literature. facilities are not available directly defense 
attorneys, but they are available the insurance companies who are mem- 
bers the sponsoring associations. defense attorney, therefore, can 
avail himself the facilities D.I.O. channeling his request for 
service through the insurer represents. 

Defense attorneys can combat legislative and similar efforts plain- 
tiffs’ attorneys most effectively forming local and statewide organiza- 
tions defense attorneys. typical example such organization 
the recently formed Texas Association Defense Counsel. That asso- 
ciation Texas defense attorneys successfully defeated the efforts 
plaintiffs’ lawyers Texas accomplish the enactment’ legislation 
which would have been beneficial claimants and very detrimental 
defendants, insurance companies, and defense lawyers. Defense lawyers 
other states will find profitable follow the example set the 
defense attorneys Texas establishing statewide association 
defense counsel. 

closing, wish say that defense attorneys are maintain 
their superiority over claimants’ attorneys and are successfully represent 
their insurance company clients, they must continue work and study 
individually, must join and actively support national, state, and local 
organizations designed combat unmeritorious excessive claims, and 
must make full use the facilities and services such organizations. 
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What Accident? 


DICTIONARY defines accident “‘an 
event that takes place without one’s foresight expectation, esp. one 
afflictive unfortunate character; casualty chance; contingency; 

The title this article necessarily involves its not 
accident. This relates the term used the standard 
general liability policy wherein the wording usually the effect that 
the insurer agrees pay behalf the insured all sums which the 
insured shall become legally obligated pay damages because injury 
destruction property, including the loss use thereof, caused 
This article will limited further property damage only. 

the consensus among attorneys that too many are prone 
view any occurrence with resulting damage accident, and more 
often than not this question first raised home office counsel. 


The party contract accident insurance may limit the coverage 
policy and the consequent liability the insurer certain particular 
accidents and risks. are not concerned with the exceptions but will 
devote this the general term where there limitation 
and definition involved. 


Ins., 753, has the following say about accidental 
injuries and accidental means: 


accident insurance, respect the risk cause 
loss, may divided into two general classes; those that insure against 
accidental result, and those that insure against the result acci- 
dental cause means. While there well-recognized distinction 
between these two classes, since the term ‘accidental means’ not 
susceptible exact definition, but depends for its application the 
facts each particular case, the application the rule the varying 
kinds accidental injuries has occasioned, some instances, diver- 
gent opinions the 


While the quoted language pertains primarily health and accident 
and life policies, nevertheless, holds true large extent general 
liability policies. For example, the case United States Fidelity 


Member Lipscomb Barksdale, Jackson, Mississippi. 


Guaranty Co. the Supreme Court Mississippi held 
follows: 


“In this State are committed the rule that when one 
injured while performing act which intended do,—pro- 
ceeding throughout the entire course its performance the man- 
ner intended and without any unpremeditated deflection therefrom,— 
the fact that the ultimate injurious result was unexpected does not 
make out case injury accidentally suffered. 


The courts generally hold that unexpected results from intentional 
acts resulting injury are not accidents. salient factor whether 
not occurrence accident whether not the result fore- 
seeable. line with this, the Superior Court Pennsylvania, the 
case Schnoll and Son, Inc. Standard Accident Ins. Co.,? held that 
testimony disclosing the fact that paint contractor knew the danger 
paint dripping the siding and took precautions against such showed 
that the dripping paint was not accident within the meaning 
the policy. The Court held follows: 


“In the light the foregoing principles, are unable agree 
with the court below that the circumstances the instant case 
raised factual issue for submission the jury. Schnoll’s evidence 
clearly established that the dripping paint was expected occur- 
rence the course the operation. fact, the secretary-treasurer 
the firm testified that ‘it almost impossible keep the drip- 
pings from falling.’ And Paul Gotas, Schnoll’s employe, and only 
other witness, stated that drippings were expected ‘no matter 
what you do.’ That drippings were ordinary and expected result 
the painting shown the efforts Schnoll’s part prevent 
them from falling the shingles. Aside from directions its 
employees ‘make sure they knocked off the excess paint their 
pots before they applied it, and take all precautions avoid any 
drippings,’ Schnoll tried various methods covering the shingles, 
including nailing drop sheets, erecting lean-to against the side 
the building, and constructing scaffolds. Thus Schnoll was aware 
that the paint would drip, was apparently unable prevent the 
drops from falling the shingles below, and continued let them 
become stained the paint. hold that the resulting damage was 
caused accident within the meaning the policy would be, 
effect, constitute appellant guarantor perfect performance. 
Such liability was never intended. 

there are Pennsylvania cases directly point, our 
view accord with that other jurisdictions. Kuckenberg 
Hartford Accident Indemnity Co., Cir., 226 225, 226, 
plaintiff was required large amount blasting during the 


Miss. 823, 185 So. 802 (1939). 
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construction highway. The blasting operations caused debris 
slide down upon the tracks the Southern Pacific Railroad, caus- 
ing considerable damage. Plaintiff anticipated that damage would 
occur and took steps avoid the loss, including the covering the 
tracks with thick layers dirt. denying recovery, was held 
that the damage inflicted ‘was the reasonably anticipated, ordinary, 
and expected result,’ and was not caused accident. reaching 
this conclusion the court said: ‘It true that courts construing 
insurance contracts have differed judgment whether the fact that 
the responsible cause intentional act suffices itself preclude 
the resulting injury from being damage But if, 
addition being intentional, the harmful conduct reasonably 
calculated cause substantial damage the very sort that occurs, 
all courts seem recognize that the damage outside the insured 
See also Neale Construction Co. United States Fidelity 
Guaranty Co., Cir., 199 591; United States Fidelity 
Guaranty Co. Briscoe, 205 Okl. 618, 239 754. 

summarize, the result the instant case was sense 
sudden, unusual, unexpected, unforeseeable, unanticipated. Schnoll 
knew that drippings would fall the shingles, attempted without 
success protect them from injury, and nevertheless continued the 
painting operation large scale, and over considerable period 
time. Under legal definition the term can the resulting 

The numerous decisions this question reflect that the courts the 
various states are far from unanimous their definitions 
and reading most these decisions also shows that 
the courts have not recognized that there distinction the meaning 
the word when used liability health and accident 
policies, even though they have sought attempt define the words 
according the particular policy under consideration. 

Different theories have been projected the cases effort hold 
that occurrence accident, and vice versa. Some courts have held 
whose agency the injury was caused rather than the injured party which 
determines whether not injury was accidental. 

the case United States Fidelity Guaranty Co. the 
insured contended that whether not injury accidental 
determined not from his standpoint but from that the party injured. 
The Oklahoma Court rejected this contention and held that the words 
and have never acquired any technical meaning 
and when used insurance contract they are construed and con- 
sidered according common speech and common usage generally, and 


206 Okla. 238 754 (1951). 


held further that because there was the least, lingering semblance 
sudden event, any unforeseen occurrence, any unexpected happen- 
ing, the occurrence and injury were not accidental. 


There authority the contrary, however, which does accept the 
theory that injury determined from the standpoint the 
injured person. the case Columbia Cas. Co. Abel, the 
driver automobile increased its speed and was swerving the left 
when guest attempted leap from the automobile escape possible 
assault, causing the guest fall from the car with resulting injury. The 
insurer brought action for declaratory judgment and contended that 
the injured party did not accidentally fall from the automobile but inten- 
tionally jumped from and that her injuries were not caused accident. 
would also seem that the driver the vehicle, knowing that the guest 
was about jump from the car, deliberately increased the speed and 
swerved the left. The Court said that the speed the 
automobile and swerving the left under the peculiar circumstances 
then existing constituted negligence the part the insured the 
operation and use the automobile. That negligence was one the 
contributing causes the accident with its resulting injuries. And 
therefore the injuries sustained the result the fall arose least part 
out the operation and use the automobile, within the meaning 
the insuring agreement contained the The Court held that 
the injury was accidental within the meaning the policy. 


the case Huntington Cab Co. American Fidelity and Cas. Co., 
the Court was called upon decide whether not automobile 
liability insurance policy issued the Cab Company covered the Company 
with respect judgment rendered against favor passenger 
one its cabs for unprovoked assault and battery committed upon 
him the driver the cab. The Court held that the assault and battery 
was accidental insofar the passenger was concerned, and said: 


are accord with the view that the passenger’s claim upon 
the Cab Company was for actual damages person ‘accidentally 
receiving bodily injuries’ within the words the policy. The 
District Judge showed his opinion that under accident and life 
insurance policies and under public liability policies covering places 
business such theatre filling station, the overwhelming 
weight authority holds that injury accidentally received 
when, without fault the injured person, intentionally in- 
flicted another. The matter determined from the standpoint 
the injured person and not from the standpoint the aggressor. 
the injury caused the insured himself his employee 


215 (W.D., Okla. 1948). 
5155 (S.D., West Va., 1946). 
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with his authority consent, not accidental under either form 
policy, and coverage denied; but where intentional injury 
inflicted employee the insured without the latter’s author- 
ity consent, generally held, few decisions the contrary, 
that the injury suffered the result accident within the 


The most difficult decisions have been those cases where third 
parties were injured rather than the cases between the insurer and the 
insured, and this difficulty seems stem from effort determine 
whether they are unusual, unintentional, and unforeseen acts. 

Anoher difficult problem presented these cases effort distin- 
guish between negligence and accident. The majority the courts hold 
that accident broader scope than negligence and, consequently, claims 
due the insured’s negligent performance his work covered. There 
may arise, however, situation where negligence coupled with inten- 
tional act and the combination does not create accident. 

For instance, Womack Employers Mutual Liability Ins. Co. 
involved action third party against garageman based 
alleged imperfect mechanical work performed the garageman upon 
motor vehicles belonging third party. Womack operated repair shop 
and had with the insurer garage liability insurance policy. The vehicles 
which the imperfect work was performed belonged one Latta. 
the suit Latta against Womack was alleged that Womack undertook 
the replacement certain valves automobile which should have been 
exhaust valves and Wornack installed intake valves. caused the vehicle 
lose oil while being used Latta’s business. causing 
him the loss use the truck and damage the amount $538.50. 
Latta sued Womack and the insurance company refused defend. Among 
other things was urged Womack that the terms the policy obli- 
gated the insurer reimburse him any sums was required pay out, 
contending that the insurer undertook insure him against just such 
loss this. was contended the insurance company (1) that the 
policy involved not what called products liability policy under 


which the insurer guarantees the character the work; and (2) 


liability, any, the insurer had grounded accident and 
that the alleged defective work Womack did not constitute accident. 

holding for the insurance company the Supreme Court Mississippi 
said: 

the nature and kind policy, the insuring agreement 
obligated The Insurer ‘pay behalf the insured’ bodily in- 
jury liability, property damage liability, automobile medical pay- 
ments, and injury to, destruction of, property others. The 


233 Miss. 110, 101 So. 107, (1958). 


undertaking pay behalf the insured all such amounts 
the insured shall become legally obligated pay under these general 
heads, described coverage and The policy nowhere 
binds The Insurer guarantee the type work Womack was 
his shop. The cases note that special premium charged for 
what termed ‘Products which guarantees the quality 
the work—and the insured desires such coverage can obtain 
paying the extra premium. 

addition this, the undertaking The Insurer pay 
behalf the insured such sum The Insured should become 
legally obligated pay ‘caused accident.’ The provision with 
reference accident embodied all four the coverages above 
mentioned, Bodily Injury Liability, Property Damage Liability, 
Automobile Medical Payments and Property Others charge 

Here, most, Womack was guilty only defective 
workmanship which resulted money damage Latta. 

There was nothing unintended undesigned in- 

Volf Ocean Accident Guarantee Corporation, Cal. App., 
316 651, building contractor used defective materials 
the construction the building. The Court held that this could 
not classed accident. 

definitions ‘accident’ are given the books. Under 
none them are able see that work done Womack 
Latta’s motor vehicles can classed accident. 

The Court went to-hold that the insurer was not obligated 
defend this suit under the circumstances and facts, holding that before the 
insurer obligated defend the suit must grounded some state 
facts which may give rise cause action under the policy. 

The clearest language with respect accident found the case 
Neale Const. Co., Inc. United States Fid. Guar. which 
the Court said: 

When the means used and intended used produce 
results which are their natural and probable consequences, there has 
been accident although such results may not have been intended 

has not been the purpose this article cover the myriad decisions 
construing the words “‘caused and the like, 
but hoped that this might some benefit assaying the cases 
that are presented the practicing attorney; that might guide 
trying arrive the proper opinion the complex cases arising under 
liability policies. 
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The Pressures for Social Change— 
What Effect Our Legal System? 


try today, that matter public responsibility provide completely 
for the social welfare its citizens. Certainly, this not new concept 
but one which, since the great economic depression the has 
received added impetus. 

The validity this concept within certain areas not ques- 
tioned. However, once admitting this validity the tendency seems 
for spreading out the theory encompass other areas never before 
contemplated being within the purview public responsibility. 

Although the expansion governmental control into these areas 
Federal government. The same tendencies are also appearing more and 
more frequently state and local level. 


what extent this assumption the burden providing for the 
social welfare its citizens proper governmental function, ques- 
tion which has been discussed many, many times, and will undoubtedly 
the subject discussions for many years come. not intend 
set forth answer that particular question; however, wish 
.discuss few these pressures for social change which are presently being 
exerted, and look behind the apparent benefits outlined their pro- 
ponents show their effect other areas vital concern all us. 
the end hope show you the possible results which may influence that 
system which here are part and whose preservation must all 


dedicated. would even far suggest that unless we, 


those represent, shake off the lethargy apparently common mem- 
bers our profession that the bell may soon begin toll for certain 
aspects our legal system which may now feel are traditional and 
deep-rooted principles law and justice. 

discussing these pressures for social change, would like take two 
major examples which are presently receiving wide consideration, one 


Attorney, Legislative Bureau, American Mutual Insurance Alliance, Chicago, 
nois. Address given the Twenty-first Annual Convention the Federation Insur- 
ance Counsel Chicago August 1961. 


[22] 


Ww 


the Federal level, and the other the state level. These are the pressures 
for the expansion social security disability benefits into the area 
workmen’s compensation and the pressure for the adoption some type 
compensation system based principle the personal 
injury field. 

order fully consider this expansion social security disability 
benefits and its effect the insurance industry, would appropriate 
give brief background the enactment this provision. 

Congress enacted the Social Security law 1935. Twenty-one years 
later, 1956, Congress amended this law provide for the payment 
social security disability benefits. 

During this year period, Congress conducted almost continual 
study the question whether not amend the Social Security law 
provide for the payment disability benefits. For example, 1947 
the Senate Finance Committee appointed Advisory Council Social 
Security consider initiating system social security disability bene- 
fits. Advisory Council reported that the majority the members 
the Council felt that the time had come extend social insurance pro- 
tection the risk loss income from disability. was the opinion 
this Council that disabled worker would retain his dignity and self- 
respect receiving social security disability benefits for which had paid, 
rather than being the verge destitution and depending upon public 
assistance. Further, the opinion this Council, the disabled worker, 
receiving social security disability benefits, rather than public assistance 
would have higher morale and more inclined accept rehabilitation 
treatments. 

1950 bill was passed which, although did not provide for 
disability benefits under the social security did establish separate 
federal-state public assistance program for the disabled. 

Finally, 1956 bill was considered which would provide for the 
payment social security disability benefits insured individuals who had 
become permanently and totally disabled and who had reached the age 
but had not reached the age 65. the consideration this legisla- 
tion many the major objections were clearly pointed out. Among 
these were the fact that would discourage the rehabilitation disabled 
workers. addition, there would practical difficulties determining 
whether disability was permanent total. Furthermore, that time 
states had public assistance programs for the disabled giving cause ques- 
tion the need for Federal system. addition, was pointed out that 
vocational rehabilitation under Federal-State programs had been and was 
continuing rapidly expanded. 

However, spite these objections compromise bill was passed 
Congress which amended the Social Security Law provide for 


the payments benefits insured persons who had become permanently 
and totally disabled and had atttained the age but not reached the 
age 65. This law contained the so-called provision which 
provided that social security benefit payable disabled individual 
would reduced any periodic benefit payable such individual under 
workmen’s compensation law plan the United States state 
account physical mental impairment such individual. The 
bill further provided that payment social security disability benefits 
individual would reduced, such individual refused without good 
cause accept rehabilitation services available him under state plan 
approved under the Vocational Rehabilitation Act. 


Two years later, 1958, bill was introduced which eliminated the 
provision that-disability benefits would reduced the amount any 
workmen’s compensation benefits payable individual. especially 
interesting note the report the Senate Finance Committee reporting 
favorably this bill which said part: committee believes that 
disability benefits payable under the national social security system should 
looked upon providing the basic protection against loss income 
due disabling illness, and have concluded that undesirable, and 
incompatible with the purposes the program, reduce these benefits 
account disability benefits that are payable under other 
would especially emphasize the statement the committee that the bene- 
fits payable under social security system should looked upon providing 
the basic protection against loss income due disabling illness. Thus, 
the trend thinking during year period had advanced from the 
consideration payment social security disability benefits supple- 
ment benefits paid under other systems the point where was con- 
sidered the basic protection, and all other systems incidental it. This 
bill received favorable consideration both Houses Congress, and 
1958 Public Law 85-840 was enacted which repealed the offset provision 
the Social Security Law. 


enacting this law, Congress liberalized the social security disability 


benefit provisions, not only eliminating the workmen’s compensation. 


offset, but also providing for payment benefits dependents per- 
sons receiving social security disability benefits. Under this amendment the 
wife individual receiving social security disability benefits would 
become entitled benefit equal one-half her husband’s benefits. 
Likewise, any child such individual would entitled benefit equal 
one-half the parent’s benefit. 

1960 the pressure for further liberation the social security dis- 
ability benefits provision was again felt. was interesting note that 
the pressures became intensified every two years, curiously coinciding with 
the fact that each these years was election year. 
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Thus, 1960 the disability benefits provision was again liberalized 
the form amendment eliminating the age requirement. addi- 
tion, Congress broadened this provision two additional respects: The 
amendment provided month period trial work, during which bene- 
fits were continued for all disabled workers who attempted return 
work, rather than limiting this trial work period those under the formal 
Federal-State vocational rehabilitation plans the law prior the 
amendment. was stated that this provision was intended strengthen 
the rehabilitation aspects the social security disability program. addi- 
tion, the new amendment also provided that the disabled worker who re- 
gained his ability work and then within five years again became disabled 
would not required wait through second six month waiting period 
before his benefits were resumed, was required the law prior the 
amendment. 

This the status the disability benefits provision the present 
time. However, there every indication that the pattern liberalizing 
the social security disability benefits provision being continued, and 
perhaps even stepped up. would also point out that are approaching 
that time which seems have had the greatest effect spurring 
our elective representatives action, that is, another election year. 

During this session Congress bill was introduced. which would 
have broadened the definition disability under the social security dis- 
ability benefits provision eliminating the requirement that such disabil- 
continued and indefinite The bill provided that insured 
individual entitled social security disability benefits such individual 
had impairment which lasted can expected last continu- 
ously for period least calendar months can expected result 

Obviously, this bill had become law social security disability bene- 
fits would payable individuals whose disability was total, but only 
temporary, entirely new and somewhat alarming concept compen- 
sating loss income through the Social Security Law. This bill was 
defeated, but can expected that the pressure for the broadening 
the definition disability will continued. 

would point out this time that from the date enactment the 
social security law took Congress years study and deliberation 
provide for social security disability benefits. However, once the door 
has been opened Congress has rushed into pattern liberalization 
each election year further and further broaden the scope these bene- 
fits. This pattern continually liberalizing the social security disability 
benefit provisions leads the grave possibility that the Federal govern- 
ment will completely pre-empt the field compensating for the risk 
loss income due disability. 
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What then, will the effect this continued liberalization work- 
men’s compensation systems the insurance industry? think the far 
reaching and alarming implications are already quite apparent you. 

emphasize the thinking this regard, would again quote the 
report the 1958 Senate Finance Committee the elimination the 
workmen’s compensation offset. That is, disability payments pay- 
able under the national social security system should looked upon 
providing the basic protection against loss ncome due disabling 
Once having accepted the premise that social security benefits are 
basic, Congress has had reluctance eliminate the workmen’s compen- 
sation offset and pyramid social security benefits top workmen’s 
compensation benefits. 

interesting note the possible results this duplication bene- 
fits. For example, disabled employee with wife and two dependents 
under years age, who was earning $400 month the time dis- 
ability began, entitled $254 month social security disability 
benefits and addition, under typical state workmen’s compensation 
law such the one Massachusetts, entitled additional $252 
month. Thus, such employee would receive total $506 month 
tax free while disabled. Prior his disablement earned $400 month, 
and was subject Federal income tax those earnings. 

This system duplication benefits produces the paradoxical result 
disabled employee earning more money while unable work 
than when regularly employed. One wonders, addition, the suc- 
cess attempting induce individual under these circumstances 
accept rehabilitation and return work. 

Further, this system produces additional burden upon employers 
that they have pay the double costs social security plus work- 
men’s compensation premium. 

The duplication benefits also minimizes the incentive state legis- 
latures improve the benefit structure the state workmen’s compen- 


sation laws providing for permanent total disability benefits and keep- 


ing benefits realistic levels. 

fact, repealing the offset provision and considering the disability 
benefit program basic, Congress has already relegated the state work- 
men’s compensation system subordinate role, system compensa- 
tion, might add, which has worked well for over years. 

the pressure for further liberalization continued, only 
matter time until the field completely pre-empted. this regard, 
would point out that took Congress only years eliminate the age 
requirement for disability benefits and only years eliminate the 
workmen’s compensation offset. 
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obvious that this step-by-step broadening the scope social 
security disability benefits aimed the eventual result that every dis- 
abled employee will compensated under the social security system. When 
this taken into consideration connection with the pressures that have 
been built the past few sessions Congress provide medical care 
for social security benficiaries, such program enacted, there 
distinct likelihood that medical care would extended socal security 
disability benefit recipients. When that occurs, the effect the workmen’s 
compensation system obvious. 

obvious that there process going the expansion the 
social security system include workmen’s compensation cases. The over- 
all danger arising from the continued expansion the disability program 
under Social Security the ultimate elimination state compensation 
programs. Once the cost both programs becomes unbearable em- 
ployers they will see the logic paying under one these only and there 
will move put end state compensation programs. During 
the recent legislative sessions bills were introduced least two states 
provide that the extent person compensated under social security, 
will not compensated under the state workmen’s compensation law. 

The fact that these bills were introduced presents serious warning 
those who feel that the state compensation system must pre- 
served. Although they are limited first step, would emphasize that 
they are first step. History has shown that the great changes the de- 
velopment social and economic institutions not come about dras- 
tically, but begin slow erosive process, gradually picking more 
and more force until, finally, the pressure becomes great that the dam 
bursts and becomes impossible stop the flood. 

would like examine another area which the pressure for social 
change becoming increasingly apparent. This the pressure for the 
establishment so-called automobile compensation system. 

Although the increased interest this area has been emphasized since 
1959 since Governor Edmund Brown California requested that pre- 
liminary study and report made dealing with the advisability 
considering automobile compensation plan for handling personal injury 
cases arising out automobile accidents, Governor Brown’s request was 
not the first call for such system. Its proponents have been writing 
length for number years upon the inadequacy our present concepts 
negligence law and their inability meet the problems presented 
the automobile age. 

Although this concept has been advanced for many, many years, the 
activity California has served draw attention and has served 
initiate other activity, the consequences which may much more 
far-reaching. 
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Since the request Governor Brown for preliminary report dealing 
with this matter, the Ford Foundation has granted $25,000 for two pro- 
fessors the University California enable them begin extensive 
investigation into the practicability the compensation device the 
automobile field. This initial grant will, all probability, followed 
much larger grant the Foundation. 

addition, the activity California has generated considerable in- 
terest within the legislatures several other states. For example, the 
Washington State Senate passed resolution this year requesting interim 
study the Saskatchewan automobile compensation system, and further 
requesting the preparation legislation that type for consideration 
the legislature during their next session. Furthermore, resolution calling 
for study the entire problem automobile compensation was intro- 
duced the New York legislature, and, addition, very rudimentary 
automobile compensation bill providing for the establishment such sys- 
tem was introduced the Connecticut legislature. Both the resolution and 
the automobile compensation bill failed enactment. However, the mere 
fact that they were introduced and considered the legislatures indicates 
the interest which has been generated the automobile compensation 
proposals. 

will not attempt outline the various plans for automobile com- 
pensation systems which have been advanced throughout the years. Much 
has been written concerning them, and the pros and cons each well set 
forth. enough for our purposes here today merely point out that 
these plans generally adopt the liability without fault concept. They 
would provide for payment benefits according some specific statutory 
scale for personal injuries arising out automobile accidents. Generally 
speaking, the claimant would merely have prove that had suffered 
injuries result automobile accident and the extent those 
injuries, order compensated according the scale benefits for 
such injuries. Some the plans advanced would provide that the com- 
pensation plan would the sole remedy afforded the claimant for 


such injuries, while others would follow the principle adopted Sas- 


katchewan which provides for super imposition the compensation 
system over liability system. 

The proponents the automobile compensation plan generally sub- 
mit that our present system tort law inadequate fully serve the 
public interest far, least, injuries arising out automobile 
accidents are involved. 

has been charged that, despite some very high awards, the present 
system does not fully compensate accident victims for their actual eco- 
nomic loss, especially the serious and fatal injury cases. addition, 
asserted that when payment made, often delayed with hardships 
resulting from such delay, particularly where the loss serious. Where 


litigation resorted to, they point out that this delay greatly increased. 
also charged that large numbers persons injured are the lower 
income group and that most payments for injury result from process 
bargaining wherein the claimant poor position because his 
income needs and the prospects delay. The more serious the loss the 
weaker his bargaining position. also asserted there great disparity 
the receipt payments among those suffering similar losses, condition 
feast and famine. Furthermore, charged that trials arising out 
traffic accidents imply ability witnesses observe, retain for long 
periods time, recollect and describe minute detail, events which were 
experienced for only split second time, that more often than not 
their testimony details which the witness has, subsequent the 
event, become convinced must have occurred, and not those which, fact, 
were observed. 

Finally, pointed out that our courts have become clogged with 
the increasing number cases involving personal injuries arising out 
automobile accidents, that may take years for litigant receive 
adjudication his claim. 

charges and assertions formidable list which can 
far molding public opinion the belief that our present system 
tort law inadequate, and that something the nature automobile 
compensation system the only answer solve the problem. course, 
many these charges can answered, but each contains enough substance 
convincing. 

would like discuss little more fully one these, particular, 
which has been used basis for much the criticism our present 
system. This the problem court congestion. 

entirely true that the courts many our metropolitan areas 
are plagued with the problem tremendous backlogs. This problem 
backlog and congestion our courts has been with for great number 
years. However, the problem getting increasingly worse, and little 
has been done, yet stem the tide. 

recent survey indicates that the problem the Circuit and Superior 
Courts Cook County, probably the worst the country. 
Cook County civil backlog reached better than 65,000 cases the end 
1960. estimated that the waiting period Cook County jury 
cases between the filing and their trial between and years. What 
even more serious that the backlog and the waiting period has been 


steadily 


[Editor’s note—The Chicago Daily News reported September 14, 1961 that 
figures just released the Deputy Court Administrator showed that the court backlog 
Cook County increased another 2,417 cases August, reaching new total 
69,021 cases the Circuit and Superior Courts Cook County. The item concluded: 
backlog Cook County now the worst the United 
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Facts and figures such these produce fertile field for those who 
would say that there inherent weakness our present legal system 
which makes impossible for meet the present and future demands 
upon it. They say that these weaknesses being inherent the system 
are incapable being remedied, and that the only solution cast off 
our long established principles and concepts, liability and fault and 
substitute wholly new system based upon the principle liability with- 
out fault. 

the mind the average layman the fact that situations exist such 
the one the courts Cook County must difficult understand. 
disgrace for which must bear part the responsibility. 

think safe say that all here present are confident the 
fact that within the framework our present legal system lie the remedies 
which can applied such situations which will produce eventual 
solution without resort the elimination the entire system. 

members the legal profession our responsibility set forth 
these remedies, seek their application given areas, and support 
them until the problem solved. 

January this year, the American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
statement the Judicial Advisory Council, set forth several 
suggestions which felt, taken together, could provide, least, 
partial solution the problem existing Cook County. These included 
issues, the use impartial medical testimony, and the establishment 
system compulsory arbitration certain cases similar the system 

Upon the publication this statement, received considerable com- 
ment. Some was critical, much was favorable. However, the point want 
emphasize that felt that even this had accomplished 
certain extent our purpose. The fact that there was disagreement evidenced 
the interest which had been generated, and only out such disagreement 
can full consideration given the various remedies, and out this 
will come the agreement upon those which will the job. 


cannot emphasized too strongly that there great need for all 


the legal profession engage continuous introspective analy- 
sis the present system and the way which operating. The danger 
failing improve this system from within subjecting con- 


[Editor’s Note—The Chicago Daily Tribune September 14, 1961 printed 
Guest Editorial from the Philadelphia Evening Bulletin entitled Juries Always 
Necessary?’’ This editorial pointed out that there are 11,000 untried civil cases pending 
Philadelphia and quoted Superior Court Judge Gerald Flood stating that many 
instances trial jury can dispensed with order speed court trials and the 
same time still result rendering justice. The editorial concluded: trial the 
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tinuous critical examination obvious. Too many times the past 
have seen public pressure compel that something done the state 
meet the needs its citizens. Too often this pressure has resulted 
action which was not only unwise but created problems more complex 
than those which inspired it. 


have attempted outline you the pressures for social change 
which are becoming increasingly evident today. These are pressures which 
are great importance all us, both attorneys, and attorneys 
with vital interest the business insurance. 

have seen the signs that these pressures are gathering momentum. 
These are not forces about which can speculate there being 
possibility their being created sometime the future. They are before 
now, and now when must take action meet them. 

the field workmen’s compensation must emphasize the record 
that has been made private insurance the state system workmen’s 
compensation not only the terms service, but the progress and 
leadership that has been provided the fields accident prevention, 
rehabilitation and payment claims. have confidence this record 
private insurance the operation workmen’s compensation the 
state level and feel that the challenge can met that being presented 
those who seek stablish compensation Federal level 
incorporate into the Social Security mechanism. However, order 
meet this challenge all who are any way responsible for the 
operation these laws must continue seek the ways and means 
improving the operation within its present framework meet the needs 
our society. 

regard the proposals establish new system for handling 
personal injury claims arising out automobile accidents, lawyers, 
have tremendous responsibility. have not always been quick 
arise defense this system when such defense necessary, nor have 
always responded with clear critical thinking when obvious that 
such necessary correct weaknesses within the system. believe 
that the system now exists can remedied, then imperative that 
the legal profession lead the way providing the force see that those 
remedies are instituted. Certainly there other group which bears 
should bear more responsibility. 

closing would like quote that old proverb the effect that 
who would have something done well should this 
would only add that unless well, will done for us, and 


may not like the results. 


The Federation Anard 


1961 Federation Award, made Solomon 
Huebner last year’s recipient, Harold Glenn Evans, President 
American Casualty Company Reading, Pennsylvania, follows: 

The Award Committee, its midyear meeting, selected educator 
the man most deserving recognition this year for outstanding achieve- 
ment, and for having rendered distinguished service the insurance in- 
dustry. The man that you honor today, Dr. Solomon Stephen Huebner, 
not only the pioneer and still dean insurance education, but also 
eminent author, outstanding lecturer, and real patriot, having served 
his country with distinction many occasions during the past sixty years. 

Sol Huebner, affectionately known his worldwide host 
friends, was born Wisconsin along the shores Lake Michigan, 
second generation Germanic parents. 

Quite early life, displayed curious thirst for knowledge, one 
early fulfillment which was manifested his becoming valedictorian 
his high school graduating class—the first almost annual honors 
that were be, thereafter, conferred upon this remarkable person. 

From the University Wisconsin, received both the degrees 
Bachelor Letters and Master Letters. also received scholarship 
economics, and was elected membership the honorary fraternity 
Phi Beta Kappa. 

From the University Pennsylvania, was awarded the Harrison 
Fellowship Economics, which was the highest and most sought after 
fellowship the University. was informed this honor while 
touring Europe bicycle 1903. 

also earned his Doctor Philosophy degree economics, and 
was awarded the honorary degree Doctor Science from the University 


Pennsylvania. Later was awarded the University 


Alumni Award Merit. 
was the first recipient the Presidents Cup Award; the Johnson 
Newton Russell National Award; and the Ben Franklin Cup Award. 

The Huebner Foundation Insurance Education was created 

his honor the life insurance industry, recognition his outstanding 
work insurance education. Huebner Hall, the American center for in- 

surance education, has just been dedicated his honor. 
was the first living recipient ever elected into the Insurance 
Hall Fame. 


During international insurance lecture trip, under the auspices 
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the United States Department State, the Emperor Japan conferred 
upon him the Order the Sacred Treasurer. 

the past, has time another, occupied practically every 
important position relating insurance education, and was the first presi- 
dent the American Association University Teachers Insurance. 

Down through the years has served from time time expert 
several different Congressional committees, and has acted insurance ad- 
visor the United States Shipping Department, the War Department, 
and the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

few the positions which currently holds include President 
Emeritus, American College Life Underwriters; Chairman, Board 
Trustees, American Institute for Property and Liability 
Honorary Chairman, Administrative Board, Huebner Foundation 
for Insurance Education; member first International Insurance Confer- 
ence; Emeritus Professor Insurance, University Pennsylvania. 

has authored edited over fifty books insurance, economics, 
and commodity and security markets. has also prepared more than 150 
articles, booklets and speeches addition his daily lectures, Pro- 
fessor Insurance and Commerce, the Wharton School the Univer- 
sity Pennsylvania. 

back every successful man, you find the 
and this was exception the life Dr. Huebner. 1908, married 
the girl that first met and admired faculty reception graduate 
school five years earlier. the interim she had returned Canada 
assist her father his practice law. 

Mrs. Huebner has been constant companion and helpmate. She reads 
and criticizes every one her manuscripts, and she proofreads 
each and every new book which authors. Mrs. Huebner generally 
accompanied her husband his vast lecture tours that have taken him 
into every state the United States. Huebners have traveled exten- 
sively, and visited, least one occasion, every major continent 
Earth. The Huebner family consists son, who executive vice presi- 
dent one the larger life insurance companies, three daughters and 
several grandchildren. 

The highlights Dr. Huebner’s long and interesting career have per- 
haps been the establishment the Department Insurance the Whar- 
ton School the University Pennsylvania; the organization the 
American College Life Underwriters; the organization the American 
Institute for Property and Liability Underwriters; and the organization 
the American Association University Teachers Insurance. 

Three excerpts from the June, 1952 issue The Journal the 
American Society Chartered Life give more intimate 
insight into the character and business philosophy this lovable gentle- 


man that you honor today. 
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The first, written the Honorable Harold Stassen, then president 


the University Pennsylvania, states part: 


does one find the life university—particularly 
university old this one—an individual who has made the total 
contribution and life outside that Dr. Solomon Huebner 
has made his almost years service the University 
the thousands his students—is pioneer the formulation and 
application insurance principles; the dean insurance 
teachers America; the founder the business college insur- 
ance courses; and considered the University Pennsylvania 
one the greatest teachers its two century history. Education 
and the life insurance business owe him debt that can never 
The next paragraph from the Honoree’s own pen: 


choice life’s vocation the greatest economic step that 
man called upon make. Decent remuneration must, course, 
one the considerations taking this step, but means 
the only one. Happiness one’s labor, and love and respect for 
the cause represented, are also essentials. inconceivable how 
anyone can tie with vocation for life without wanting, the 
daily practice thereof, constantly conscious feeling happi- 
ness and love for the work that should claim undivided attention. 
Such state feeling can only exist have broad vision 
our life’s 


The third quotation also from Dr. Huebner’s writings, and has 


always been particular favorite mine: 


“To truly professional there must continued study and con- 
scientious practice thereafter throughout man’s working life, coupled 
with continuing endeavor meet the high standards perfection 
set for the calling. All worth-while professions improve from day 
day new knowledge and new techniques. Not continue 
one’s studies implies passive attitude which can only lead mental 
deterioration, and disservice clients. marks the difference between 


true professional and the individual who only ‘professional 


membership.” have often said, ‘He who ceases study will 
soon begin retrograde; who retrogrades will cease enthuse; 
who ceases enthuse about his life’s work will cease love it; 
and who ceases love his work unholy mess.’ true 
professional one who ever determined keep abreast the 
constant progress knowledge and skills ‘in his 


The Federation Insurance Counsel proudly presents its 1961 Insur- 


ance Man the Year Award you, Dr. Solomon Stephen Huebner, 
most deserving recognition for outstanding achievement your 
chosen insurance education. 


— 


The Insurance Education 


VERY HAPPY here, and feel deeply hon- 
ored for your invitation share your Annual Convention and have 
presented today the 1961 Award the Federation Insurance 
Counsel. This Award deeply appreciated outstanding 
honor—one which Mrs. Huebner and shall always relish and hold most 
dear. 

teacher insurance along economic lines for years, during 
all educational career, have chosen the title address: 
Power Insurance famous adage reminds that 
edge title means imply that insurance education the 
collegiate and secondary levels means great power the insurance industry 
whole, professionally career-minded practitioners who contact the 
public insurance advisers along economic lines, and the users insur- 
ance—the public for whom insurance exists—who should know the many 
beneficent services insurance the millions American families and 
likewise the millions business enterprises, professional positions and 
vocational enterprises. 

Let not forget that 90% so-called com- 
monly distinguished from so-called basically de- 
signed the family head and his advisers for the better protection his 
family, man’s first and most important business enterprise from eco- 
nomic point view. For the good family head nearly always the business, 
profession vocation, although very important, nevertheless secondary 
pursued diligently for the purpose deriving the wherewithal 
promote the true comfort and progress the first business, the family, 
man’s first and most important business. 


PROFESSIONAL CONCEPT UNDERWRITING AND ITS RAPID GROWTH 


The thought was first publicly suggested 1914 that life insurance 
should emulate accounting making life underwriting profession the 


Emeritus Professor Insurance, University Pennsylvania; President Emeritus, 
American College Life Underwriters; Chairman Board Trustees, Emeritus, Amer- 
ican Institute for Property Liability Underwriters. Address before the Twenty-first 
Annual Convention the Federation Insurance Counsel Chicago August 1961. 
Recipient the 1961 Federation Insurance Counsel Award. 


collegiate level and using the same general pattern accounting did years 
before with its C.P.A. program. Thirteen years strenuous effort was 
spent sell the idea reluctant industry, fighting opposition the 
enforcement high professional standards the collegiate level, de- 
veloping the necessary text material, and obtaining the cooperation and 
confidence from our universities and colleges throughout the nation. 

1927, the American College Life Underwriters was incorporated. 
believed that this College, with its C.L.U. (Chartered Life Under- 
writer) program, was the first example the United States profes- 
sional program for large industry the collegiate level, which was 
national extent and uniform application. From the beginning 
other short cuts were have ever been allowed 
during the past years the College’s existence. All designa- 
tions are obtainable only the passing five examinations, usually over 
period four years, and administered about two hundred universities 
and colleges throughout the nation serving examination centers. The 
severity these examinations ranks with that the professional 
inations law accounting. 

After many years effort, beginning the early 1930s, co-partner 
organization, known the American Institute for Property and Liability 
Underwriters (C. U.), was incorporated 1942. Along all im- 
portant lines, this Institute comparable the American College 
standards, procedures and objectives. 

The success these two professional organizations has been exceed- 
ingly satisfactory. For the American College, the close examinations 
June 1960, nearly 32,000 persons have taken one more examinations, 
8,300 have passed the entire series examinations, and another additional 
11,196 have passed and received credit for one four the examinations. 
June, 1960, 7,208 persons took 8,499 C.L.U. examinations and 478 
Management examinations. result the 1960 examinations the 
American Institute, designation holders, starting since the first series 
examinations 1943, totalled 2,808, while another 4,708 have credit 
for one four the examinations. Fifty years the professionalization 
large and far-flung industry really not long time. Both the 
American College and the American Institute are thriving and the mo- 
mentum for greater growth increasing significantly. 

Both institutions have also done and are doing significant work for 
both public and underwriter insurance education. The American College 
Life Underwriters, for example, declares two its aims and objectives, 
(1) cooperate with Colleges and Universities preparing students 
for careers life and health and (2) cooperate with edu- 
cational institutions life and health insurance education for students 
other 


RAPID GROWTH PUBLIC INSURANCE EDUCATION ALONG 
ECONOMIC LINES 


Professional education field underwriters represents only one side 
insurance education with emphasis upon economic lines. should also 
vitally interested insurance education for the public the collegiate 
level the form general survey insurance courses designed for the lay- 
student body not interested insurance career building courses. 

Insurance courses the collegiate level law, actuarial science, 
the mathematics insurance, and certain management techniques, 
were given American universities many years ago. But the first or- 
ganized general course stressing insurance from the economic standpoint— 
its economic services under various circumstances and the insured’s obliga- 
tions acquire adequate protection—was offered 1904. 1910, only 
about ten institutions higher learning offered organized general insur- 
ance courses along economic lines distinguished from insurance law, 
actuarial and managerial courses. When the American College Life 
Underwriters was incorporated 1927, only about fifty-six American 
universities and colleges were offering life, and property and casualty 
insurance courses. 1947, two hundred thirty-nine universities and 
colleges were giving insurance courses all kinds. 1956, the total 
had increased four hundred ninety-eight, 100% increase ten 
years. The public chiefly interested the economic phases insurance 
contrasted with law, mathematics and management. Therefore, the 
rapid march forward insurance educational courses during the thirty 
years from 1927 1956 largely the direction emphasis upon 
economic considerations. 

very large proportion the new insurance courses were initiated 
many collegiate schools business that were coming into existence 
all parts the country. regards the type course, general survey 
courses numbered about the same career courses. the latter, the 
American College Life Underwriters and the American Institute for 
Property and Liability Underwriters were responsible for initiating very 
sizeable number because their deep immediate interest getting such 
courses launched universities and colleges facilitate their C.L.U. and 
C.P.C.U. professional programs. 

late there has been disposition certain quarters drop cur- 
tail general insurance survey courses contrasted with career courses. 
this seems very unfortunate. From every vital educational standpoint, 
well organized general insurance survey course fully measures with 
the required core studies now adopted our collegiate schools 
business, basic importance religious efficient living, disciplinary 
development the student, interest the student, largeness the fund 
knowledge acquired, and the degree usefulness future living. 


The rapid introduction insurance courses along economic lines 
many universities and colleges recent years produced two other 
valuable educational results. the one hand led the creation well 
prepared teachers insurance for universities and colleges, shown 
the record the Huebner Foundation for Insurance Education, 
created 1940 for this specific purpose. The dearth good teachers 
universities and colleges was known the greatest handicap the 
C.L.U. and C.P.C.U. professional movements for underwriters. The 
Foundation was created meet the challenge. Secondly, education, 
known, percolates from the top downward. The many collegiate courses 
insurance helped make teachers insurance for the secondary schools. 
result there fairly rapid increase insurance education along 
economic lines our high schools throughout the nation. This program 
under the auspices the Graduate Workshop Family Financial Se- 
curity Education. 


NEW EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENTS RECOMMENDED 


Insurance instruction from economic standpoint lay-students 
should not confined collegiate schools business, although that has 
been the trend. Insurance, already emphasized, too basically impor- 
tant all pervasive our economic activities—that the 
limitation general insurance courses lay-students along economic lines, 
namely, the personal obligation family heads obtain adequate life, 
property and liability insurance contrasted with the main emphasis upon 
insurance mathematics, law, and managerial techniques which the buy- 
ing public has but slight interest, most unfortunate for the forty-five 
millions families and thousands businesses the United States. 

From the standpoints good and responsive living, insurance edu- 
cation along economic lines should also available worthwhile 
degree the arts and science departments, the engineering, law, medical, 
dental, and agricultural schools, etc. Beyond question insurance educa- 
tion lay-students should also offered all colleges for women. Here 


women are educated the vital factors that make for responsible and 


efficient family life. destined partners the family partnership, from 
economic point view, women should know and understand the vital 
services life, property and liability insurance the adequate protection 
all the rights and justified progress all the members the family 
partnership, the very cornerstone our national life, religiously, legally, 
economically and socially. 
But above all, have often pleaded: 

insurance education along the economic line (duty ob- 

tain adequately the services that meet family justice all the mem- 

bers) should the curriculum our theological seminaries where 
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teachers the i.e. the clergy, are being prepared for their 
life’s work. This wish almost nonexistent today, and the church 
and insurance urging are still unduly separated. The church should 
one the great schools education for self-assumed obligations 
relating wholesome religious family life. Faith Almighty 
Creator God and belief decent insurance urging for all members 
the family should identified one common objective growing 

out family head’s solemn self-assumed obligation for the right- 

eous protection and his Otherwise the Good Book 
says: worse than the Insurance semi-religious 
economic subject, and the church should one the outstanding 
educational contributors just and decent family living accord- 
ance with the wife’s economic and religious rights and the child’s 

just claims. Its teachers ought make this crystal clear the “‘flock.”’ 
Unfortunately, the church has been noticeably negligent stimu- 
lating this adequate insurance—life, property 
and liability—in decent religious 


The combined growing insurance educational effort all the afore- 
mentioned educational sources will greatly increase and stimulate the 
proper preparation insurance-wise authors our text books general 
economics, home economics, sociology, family and business finance, invest- 
ments, business management, etc. currently used our national educa- 
tional system and properly reflecting the true economics insurance—its 
many outstanding creative services the payer the premiums and the 
duty providing for adequate coverage against loss life and property 
values. 

But above all the aforementioned combined insurance educational 
efforts will lead due course the development the 
itself insurance educator, the most powerful all the educational 
forces insurance. yet the family unit may not regarded 
insurance educational force outstanding importance. But that will 
come within the next ewenty-five years, judging from the progress made 
our national educational system insurance-wise along economic lines 
during the past fifty years. have stated elsewhere: 

years hence shall add the family great insur- 
ance school, the greatest all, just has become the greatest school 
the children with respect the merits and necessity fair 
amount higher education generally. youth relatively few 
graduated from the high school. was one out five high school 
graduates 1898, community about ten thousand. And 
very few attended university college. recall was one out 
fifteen leaving for the State University from entire county 
about thirty thousand inhabitants. All very different today, and 
why? The family unit has become great educator the children. 
case, the father and the mother, although neither ever had the 


opportunity formal education, became thoroughly convinced 
the merits and the the children, for whom they were 
really living, higher collegiate education. will the same with 
respect insurance due course. know that this will happen, 
because father four had the opportunity collegiate 
education insurance along economic lines. wife and have been 
teachers. family, although just average financially, believes heart 
and soul—every one substantial decent use insur- 
ance protection, and the the gearing current living 
expenses that fundamental obligation.” 


interesting that the servants our home, just because 
casual talk that home, have often asked permission bring some 
member their own home that might try salesmanship. Our 
national educational system should teach what persons would find in- 
creasingly useful and necessary know. Thereafter the father and mother 
with proper understanding the vital subject will very likely teach 
those who are dearest them. 

Insurance education the underwriter well the insured, 
now developing, will mutually beneficial both parties. There will 
increasingly develop between them relationship just prevails 
the medical, legal, accounting and other well known professions. The 
educated underwriter will wanted never before, and his educated 
client will much more disposed welcome greatly enlarged volume 
and breadth insurance coverage. 
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SPEAKERS OUR BUSINESS SESSION FRIDAY AFTERNOON, AUGUST (left 
right): Arthur Mertz, John Hume, Jr., and Richard Goodman. 
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Mexican Law Damages 
Courts 


ARE quaint but drab wooden signs north- 
ern Mexico which read “‘Cuidado con meaning out 
for These warnings are seriously intended and when unheeded, 
may lead international legal problems. 

The subject comparative law often seems theoretical, but reality 
its utility merely lessened the infrequency its application. any 
case involving conflicts the laws two countries, comparative study 
the substantive law foreign country becomes pertinent. Not only 
the Southwest, but nearly all the United States, questions in- 
volving the Mexican law damages may important. Frequently, 
American tourists are involved one-car accidents which result injury 
passengers, and the car insured public liability coverage which 
protects the driver Mexico, least within limited distance from the 
border. such instances, the passenger often brings suit the United 
States against the driver the vehicle. 

appears that not only the right which gives rise obligation 
transitory, but also, the measure the maximum recovery.! general 
rule, the character and measure damages tort actions are controlled 
the law the place where the cause action arose, and not the 
law the Some exceptions have been found this general rule 
that the measure damages governed the /ex loci delicti, but these 
constitute the minority rule and usually are cases where the damages per- 
mitted are excess the damages permitted the law the forum. 
Thus, even the minority rule applied only restrictive 

the typicai case mentioned before the passenger suing the driver 
the United States for injuries received accident Mexico, the 
applicable law damages may well affect jurisdiction the suit brought 
the Federal Courts. Not only the maximum recovery generally much 
less under Mexican law, but also more precise and capable calcula- 


Associate Lewis, Roca, Scoville, Beauchamp Linton, Phoenix, Arizona. 

Western Union Company Brown, 234 U.S. 542, Ed. 1457, 
Sup. Ct. 955 (1914). 

American Law Institute, Restatement Conflicts Laws, 412. 

Wooden Western N.Y. P.R. Co., 126 N.Y. 10, N.E. 1050, L.R.A. 
458 (1891). See also American Law Institute, Restatement Conflicts Laws, Section 


421. 
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tion. carefully calculating the maximum damages recoverable, one 
may show that the jurisdictional amount $10,000.00 not con- 
troversy. 

Before examining the particulars the Mexican law, one should 
examine the civil law theory damages general. Nearly all the 
civil law systems consider the object tort obligations the restora- 
tion the status quo ante, the reparation the wrong. Rossel says 
his commentary the Mexican Civil Volume No. 101: 

code obligates the author any delict quasi-delict repair 
the wrong, whether material moral, which has caused, con- 
sciously 


Civil codes usually provide for monthly payment, pension, the 
injured person during the period his incapacity compensation for 
his loss work, and also provide for reimbursement hospital and 
medical expenses. some instances, the entire sum can reduced 
lump sum payment good reason exists for doing judgment 
payable single amount not the standard result, but the existence 
liability insurance often serves good cause for it. Most the civil 
codes also provide for the assessment some penalty equitable damages 
excess the damages which are readily calculable. Section 847 the 
German Civil Code provides the basis for such provisions many codes 
civil law countries, but the German code places limitation upon 
the amount that may awarded. matter practice, judges 
Germany must restrict such awards amount that bears reasonable 
relationship the calculable Most other civil law countries 
place some statutory restriction upon this penal award. The Mexican 
Code has undertaken limit the judges’ awards such instances one- 
third the amount the civil recovery. i.e., the calculable 
The Civil Code Mexico, Article 1910, establishes the responsibility 
answer damages for injuries brought about illegal act 
act against This section the statute taken from 
and amalgamation Article 823 the German Civil Code and 
Article 1382 the French Civil Code. The wording more similar 
the German Code except that the phrase “‘contrary good has 
been substituted for the phrase (Fahrlassigkeit) the Ger- 
man Code. The Mexican provision, Article 1910, translated follows: 
who acts illegally contrary good customs and thereby 
causes damage another obliged repair it, unless proves that 


Whenever the Civil Code Mexico cited, refers that applying the Federal 
District. This applies the states, including all those bordering the 
United States. 

Kommentar, Gesetz Buch, 843. 

Gelhaar, Neue Juristische Wochenschrift, 53/1281. 

Article 1916, Civil Code Mexico. 


the damage occurred consequence the fault inexcusable negli- 
gence the 

The phrase good within this law has been 
held include negligence well intentional act the wrongdoer.® 

Liability automobile accident cases under Mexican law arises solely 
out the operation the vehicle the usage it. This direct 
liability and not relieved any provision comparable the guest 
statutes found many the United States. Liability may imputed, 
however, the case minor living with under the direct and actual 
supervision the parent Article 1919 provides: 

person makes use mechanisms, instruments, apparatus 
substances which are inherently dangerous, reason the ve- 
locity which they develop, the explosive inflammable nature 
them, the amount electric current they conduct, for other 
similar causes, that person responsible for the damages causes, 
even though does not act illegally, except where proves that 
such damage was caused the fault inexcusable negligence 
the (emphasis supplied) 

The obligation created both Articles 1910 and 1913 that 
repairing the damage caused restoring the injured person his pre- 
existing status. This not always possible, and provision such in- 
stances made Article 1915 the Civil Code which 
provides: 

repair the damage shall consist the restoration the 
pre-existing status and the event this impossible, then the 
payment damages and losses: 

When the damage caused persons and results death 
total, partial temporary incapacity, the amount the indemnity 
shall established applying the quotas which are set forth 
the Federal Labor Law according the circumstances the victim 
and taking basis the compensation wage paid him; 

“II. When the compensation wage exceeds pesos per day, 
nothing excess that sum shall taken into account fixing 
the 


Teoria General las 408—414. 

Articles 1919 and 1922, Civil Code Mexico. 

Maximums established the Civil Code may subject constitutional objec- 
tions. Commentaries Alberto Urbina and decision Mr. Justice Garcia the 
Supreme Labor Court dated March 1957, both indicate that similar maximum pro- 
vided Article 294 the Federal Labor Law violation Article 123 the 
Mexican Constitution. The theory this opinion that salary not matter solely 
for the benefit the worker, but also, for his family, and the effect the statutory 
provision deprive the family property, even though they were not parties the 
accident. Urbina, Ley Federal del Trabajo Reformada 123; Supreme Labor Court, Directo 
3062/1956. Both the commentary and the decision neglect mention that the salary 
categories the Federal Labor Law not beyond pesos and thus there 
statute under which damages higher amounts can computed, without reference the 
Social Security Act. would seem the better view treat the latter act, Art. 37, 
post, amendment which establishes new maximums. 


“TII. the victim receives compensation salary, this 
cannot determined, the payment shall determined taking 
basis the minimum salary; 

“IV. The rights receive indemnity when the victim 
earner are not transferable, and shall paid matter prefer- 
ence the form pension successive payment. 
“V. The foregoing provisions shall observed the case 
Article 2647 this 


will noted under part the foregoing Article that reference 
must made the Federal Labor Law order determine the amount 
damages payable any specific case. 

The Social Security Act Mexico amendment and included 
part the Federal Labor Law, and one must look this portion 
the law first order establish the pension that provided the law, 
and then compute the percentage which would payable under the 
first portion the Labor Act for that particular type injury. 
the Social Security Act provides: 


the event there accident the course labor profes- 
sional illness, the insured shall have right the following con- 
tributions: 

Medical, surgical and pharmaceutical assistance, hospitalization 
and orthopedic apparatus the extent that necessary; 

“TI. the event the accident the illness incapacitates the insured 

for work, shall receive during such incapacity 100% his salary, 
provided, however, that cannot exceed the maximum the group 

which the employer has registered the worker. 

“In case the employer has not manifested the actual salary the 
worker the time the occurrence the accident professional 
illness, the salary shall established the minimum the group 
(see Table following) with which the employee registered, re- 
solving the difference the disadvantage the employer; with- 
out prejudice the right the worker present proof the 
Institute (for Social Security) that his salary which forms the basis 

the subsidy some other amount, order insure himself 
against financial loss. 

enjoyment this subsidy shall not exceed weeks and shall 
always declared prior the expiration said period what per- 
manent incapacity the insured has not been established. 

subsidies shall paid for periods coming due which not 
exceed one week; 

the event the total permanent incapacity the insured 
(employee) established, the latter shall receive during the time that 

the incapacity exists monthly pension accordance with the fol- 
lowing table: 


DAILY SALARY 


Group More Than Average Maximum Pension (M.N.) 
8.00 9.00 10.00 202.50 
10.00 11.00 12.00 247.50 
12.00 13.50 15.00 303.75 
15.00 16.50 18.00 
18.00 20.00 22.00 450.00 
22.00 26.40 30.00 594.00 
30.00 35.00 40.00 700.00 
40.00 45.00 50.00 900.00 
50.00 60.00 70.00 1,200.00 
70.00 75.00 80.00 1,500.00 


“IV. the established incapacity partially permanent, the as- 
sured shall receive proportionate pension calculated conformity 
with the Table Valuation Incapacity contained the Federal 
Labor Law, taking base the amount the pension which would 
apply total permanent incapacity. such case, the percent 
the incapacity shall fixed between the maximum and minimum 
established the Table Valuation mentioned, taking into ac- 
count the condition the worker, the importance the incapacity, 
whether this essential for the exercise his profesion (even though 
continues qualified devote himself other work) 
that there simply diminution his capacity for carrying the 
same. the amount the monthly pension which results less 
than pesos, there shall paid the insured substitution 
thereof lump sum indemnification equivalent five annuities 
the pension which otherwise would have applied: 

Upon the declaration permanent incapacity, whether partial 
total, there may extended the victim the applicable com- 
puted pension, discretionary basis, for period rehabilitation 
two years. 

“At any time during this period, the Institute can order, and 
the part the victim shall have right request, revision 
the incapacity for the purpose modifying the amount the pen- 
sion. Throughout the period rehabilitation, the pension shall 
considered definite and the revision can only take place one time 
each year, except where proof substantial change the condi- 
tion the incapacity exists. 

“VI. The incapacitated person shall obligated submit the 
inquiries and medical examinations which the Institute determines 


and the treatments which prescribes the result that examina- 


order apply the foregoing section, one must now refer Article 


327 the main portion the Federal Labor Code determine the 


amount the Let assume recent trial court case where 
the guest passenger suffered laceration wounds about the head, but with 
permanent disability therefrom, fracture the ascending branch the 
lower jaw bone which made mastication impossible, least impaired 
for period ten weeks, and resulting weeks partial incapacity. 
This passenger also suffered fracture index finger, resulting 
loss flection the finger. 

applying Article 327 the Federal Labor Code the above 
injuries, find that the system operates similarly Workmen’s Com- 
pensation statutes most parts the United States. For example, item 
143 under Article 327 provides: 


.of the cranium which not leave confused condition 
mind physical functional incapacity, shall given medical 
attention and medicines and treatment. For wounds which produce 
depression sinking the cranium, indemnification shall 
accordance with the incapacity which 


Because this item, there compensation for the lacerations about 
the head the passenger, merely reimbursement medical expenses. 

The next fifteen items Article 327 specify various permanent injur- 
ies that can result from cranial damage and establish their degree inca- 
pacity from 10% 100% for complete epilopsy paraplegia. The 
passenger who was injured the case have assumed was college 
student without any income, and consequently, fell within the mini- 
mum salary category referred earlier under Article 37, that category 
which monthly pension amount 157.50 pesos ($12.60 
for total disability. permanent injury the jaw bone resulted 
weakness the ascending branch the bone and, therefore, under 
Item 168 Article 327, 28% permanent partial disability attached and 
under Item 103 the same Article, the loss flection the index finger 
resulted 12% permanent partial disability. Since only the finger and 
the jaw left permanent partial disability, these are added for total 
40% partial disability. 

was hospitalized for ten weeks and had total medical and hospital 
expenses $3,000.00 U.S. The ten weeks constitute total permanent 
disability compensable the total amount 443.75 pesos, and the 
weeks partial permanent disability 40% provided compensation 
912.50 pesos. His total compensation, therefore, follows: 


This Article contains hundreds items and referred Art. 37, the 
Social Security Act the Table Valuation Incapacity. 


Article 1915, III, translated above. 


Basis Compensation Pesos U.S. Dollars 


Total permanent disability 443.75 equal 35.50 
(10 weeks full pension) 

40% partial disability 912.50 equal 73.00 
(62 weeks 40% pension) 

Possible two years rehabilitation 3,780.00 equal 302.40 


Total U.S. Dollars 


Even the Court allowed the additional moral compensation (the 
punitive damages mentioned the outset), consisting one-third the 
civil liability provided Article 1916 the Civil Code Mexico, the 
total maximum award the passenger would $4,547.86 U.S. Cy. 

After the plaintiff has proved the existence cause action under 
the foreign law, the burden proving limited measure damages will 
usually fall upon the defendant. Although the plaintiff has the burden 
proving the right recovery under the foreign the defendant 
should well prepared the law damages the foreign jurisdiction. 


The foregoing computed the basis 12.5 pesos equal $1.00. 

See Article 37, the Social Security Act translated herein. 

Cuba R.R. Co. Crosby, 222 U.S. 473, Ed. Sup. Ct. 132 
(1912). 
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The House Live 
Contemporary View 


HOUSE LIABILITY INSURANCE occupies 
position singular importance the American economy. The fact that 
one our large industries terms the number persons directly 
and indirectly employed and the volume business transacted not the 
full measure its significance. greater importance the fact that 
liability insurance makes possible for the entrepreneur operate his 
business and the ordinary citizen about his every-day affairs without 
fear economic ruin result injuries accidentally inflicted upon 
third person. 

1960 our industry paid out well over billion dollars 
settlement liability insurance claims. Absent liability insurance 
some counterpart, thousands business firms would have become bank- 
rupt, and the savings and assets hundreds thousands families 
would have been wiped out, pay tort judgments. Also, without in- 
surance, hundreds thousands persons whose losses from personal 
injuries were indemnified would have found funds available satisfy 
their claims. 

The foundation upon which our house now rests the principle 
liability through fault, administered under the aegis traditional court 
and jury procedures. Wedded you and may personally the idea 
that this the best system for redressing accidentally inflicted losses, 
are all painfully aware that not operating the complete satisfaction 
either the insurance companies, the responsible members the bar, 
or—most important—the public. There deepening concern over its 
ability survive the strains put upon motorized, mechanized 
culture which produces 38,000 deaths and 1,400,000 disabling injuries 
annually from automobile accidents alone. 

Viewed from the standpoint the claimant public, the diagnosis 
what’s wrong with the present system indemnifying accidentally 
inflicted injuries simple cliche: too little and too late. For the most 


General Counsel, National Association Independent Insurers, Chicago, Illinois. 
Address given the Twenty-first Annual Convention the Federation Insurance 
Counsel Chicago August 1961. 
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part, the claimant neither understands nor cares much about the reasons 
for its defalcations. But does know soon learns that prosecute 
claim judgment may take him years more many areas, that 
whether recovers anything may turn any one dozens im- 
ponderables, and that does win award his take-home share 
may turn out something less than 50%. The fact that the great 
preponderance liability claims against insurers are settled without suit, 
and less than have prosecuted judgment comfort 
those who fall that 2%. And even some who accept settlements before 
judgment may bear resentment against the present system the fear 
long delay and uncertainty prompted them settle for less than they 
thought they deserved. 

today’s security-minded citizens were asked vote retention 
the status quo versus substitution commission-administered com- 
pensation plan assuring them prompt payment schedule-type award, 
regardless fault, can sure their choice would the present 
arrangement, which Fleming James has characterized one 
would hate depend it. 

not our contemporary system endure will depend 
largely upon whether its two historical champions—the bar and the 
insurance industry—are motivated find and find the means 
rectifying some the increasingly vexing problems which surround it. 


Insurance management today aware ever was the basic 
tenets underlying our system. Most insurance executives still believe, 
sure, that the fault concept important disciplinary force which 
helps some measure deter our citizenry from killing each other 
even faster clip than they do; that our system tailoring damages 
the loss suffered each case more equitable than rigid schedule 
award plan; and that jury one’s peers still offers the best mechanism 
for assuring that justice will usually done. 


But the insurance company executive has more than philosophical 
considerations think about. involved increasingly intense 
day-to-day struggle keep business enterprise alive and insurance 
fund solvent the face threats and pressures from every quarter. Here 
are some the alarming trends and forces observes work looks 
out the contemporary scene: 


First, far too many our citizens are still being killed and maimed 
avoidable accidents. Although our industry has recently made impor- 
tant strides attacking this problem, must face the sobering prospect 
that unless the pattern the past can changed, half now living 
are marked die injured automobile accidents alone. 


Second, the rapidly accelerating erosion traditional rules 
liability. 
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the legislatures continue encounter powerful efforts enact 
comparative negligence laws and laws creating new rights action. For- 
tunately these efforts have not been altogether successful. However, be- 
cause our lines are spread thin the sheer volume legislation 
states, I’m afraid that our industry’s campaign can still characterized 
that old army expression and fall back.’’ might add, could 
use more help. this connection was very much impressed and encour- 
aged the timely remarks your President, lunch today, which 
suggested the defense bar take more active interest what going 
the legislatures their own back yards. 

Rather than dwell length this year’s crop legislation, have 
brought with today for distribution the end talk printed 
summary important 1961 enactments interest the casualty and 
fire insurers and the insurance bar. 

That summary will give some inkling the nature and scope new 
laws which our business must adjust itself each year. But alone 
reveals very little about conditions our house liability insurance. 
must look much larger picture. 

For one thing, busy some the state assemblymen have 
they must now take back seat the judiciary the No. legislators 
tearing down familiar benchmarks the tort field. 

many our courts are witnessing revolution such sweeping 
proportions and breathtaking pace make veteran defense lawyers 
throw their hands despair. 

Only the other day seasoned defense lawyer from the West remarked 
that things his state have reached the point where matter how 
unsound and far-fetched trial court decision for plaintiff may be, 
the case has sex appeal’’ actually afraid recommend 
that his client take the case the highest court, for fear adding 
more bad law that already enunciated. 

Much the credit for this state affairs goes our brethren the 
organized plaintiff lawyers’ bar. They have reincarnated the legend 
Robin Hood, who sought redistribute the wealth eight centuries ago. 
Today’s would-be Robin Hoods stalk the courtroom corridors instead 
the forest green. Bows and arrows have been replaced with blackboards. 
The quarry not the “king’s but railroad’s 
insurer’s The mission, though, the same: comfort the 
and afflict the 

Anyone who doubts how successful NACCA has been that goal 
has only read each exciting new chapter the editor their Journal, 
Tom Lambert. Volume (November, 1959) page 25, Mr. Lam- 
bert characterizes the mission tort law being that Engi- 
While disagree with that philosophy forced admit 
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that the term remarkably accurate description 
what now goes many our courts. 

all cut our teeth lawyers the maxim: “‘For every wrong 
there shall Today the social engineers are refurbishing 
read: injury constitutes wrong there’s money available.” 


the wake the onrushing crusade for finding more and more 
grounds pretexts for shifting accident victim’s losses the shoulders 
target defendant, observe such traditional concepts foreseeability, 
proximate cause, and implied warranty being stretched the outer 
reaches imagination. The measure duty landowners trespassers; 
doctors strangers whom they render emergency treatment; 
manufacturers persons injured others while misusing their products; 
common carriers the world large—knows bounds except 
jury’s heartstrings. Even the once carefully-proscribed nui- 
doctrine now apparently means that everybody the community 
supposed guard the safety each roving, marauding kid—except 
his own parents. 


And so, under the new order things, seems that homeowners 
are expected foresee that children will break into their liquor cellars 
and get golf courses should post guards keep small boys from 
wandering and getting hit balls;? storeowners should visualize that 
kiddies riding their daddies’ shoulders may stick their heads into 
ventilating railroads must hereafter take precautions lest any sudden 


movement string boxcars impair the future earning capacity 
some trespasser who may sitting under the wheels eating his 
life insurance companies should now anticipate that issuance policy 
may lead the insured’s loving relative who purchased murder 
paint manufacturers must prepare for damage suits strangers whose 
eyes their product has been accidentally sloshed the careless independent 
act purchaser—in spite clear-cut caution notices the 
laboratories manufacturing vaccines must face the sobering prospect that 


article Damage Suits: Primrose Path Immortality, Morton Hunt, 
Magazine, January, 1957. 

Note supra. 

Anderson Cooper, 104 S.E. (Ga. 1958). 

Maynard Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul Co., unreported 
case. Plaintiff, stranger who had strolled onto the defendant’s property and seated him- 
self under boxcar eat his lunch was grievously injured when the string boxcars was 
grievously injured when the string boxcars was moved distant switch engine. 
jury applying the Wisconsin comparative negligence rule found plaintiff 40% negligent 
and defendant 60% negligent, and awarded plaintiff $420,000. The District Court, 
Northern District, (Docket No. 51-C-1571) reduced the award $250,000. The 
case was subsequently settled for $100,000. 

Liberty National Life Insurance Co. Weldon, Ala. 267, 171, 100 So. 696 
(1957). 

Reardon Co., 319 859 (Mo. 1958). 


[51] 


any user the vaccine who subsequently contracts the disease question 
may recover hundreds thousands dollars damages without showing 
that the disease resulted from any failure the part the laboratory 
Lloyd Wright! 

Accompanying this welter body blows the fault concept itself 
sweeping revolution the field damages. The recent decades have 
witnessed the appearance myriads exotic new syndromes (cancer- 
phobia, fear paralysis death, even fear being afraid), glamorous 
new names for maladies (whiplash, psychic trauma), and high-powered 
post-Belli techniques for merchandising these concepts with juries. Espe- 
cially alarming the measure damages being applied some instances 
for intangible elements such pain and suffering—$40,000 for hours 
pain, Federal District Court $20,000 for minutes, 
California 

The impact today’s box-car awards evidenced the fact that the 
average verdict the New York Supreme Court increased 220% be- 
tween 1941 and 1960, while the cost living index rose only 111%. 
Even worse, Los Angeles between 1952 and 1959 the average jury 
award rose times fast the cost living. 


The revolution damages has gone far that even some law school 
professors are finally voicing apprehension. Thus, Dean Prosser the 
California Law School has been moved 


told people who seem know what they are talking about 
that should very foolish person drive automobile 
California without liability insurance the amount $200,000 
for injury any one person and total $500,000 for any one 
accident. carry that insurance; and for pay every year more 
than the value the first automobile ever owned. find myself 
carrying insurance against the possibility that single moment 
inattention may half-million dollars worth damage. 
anyone had predicted that when began the practice law 
good many years ago the salary $50 month, should have 
been much astonished. elevates me, least own thinking, 
the dignity highly dangerous character. 

question arises, course, how far this process and 


Gottsdankekr Cutter Laboratories, Cal. Reptr. 320, 182 Cal. App. 602 
(1960). 

Naylor Isthmian Steamship Co., Supp. 422; reversed 187 538 

Miller Southern Pacific Co., 256 603 (Calif. Dist. Ct. App., 1953). 
The court said the jury award could also have been justified based loss the sur- 
viving children decedent’s care, attention, etc. 

Prosser, Recent Developments The Law Negligence, Ark. Law Rev. No. 
(1955), pp. 81, 83-84. 
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what limits can put upon it. Even the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Railroad cannot stand many verdicts the sum 
$350,000 the course given year. And these amounts con- 
tinue increase and the insurance premiums continue increase, 
not many can afford 


the liability insurance executive these problems are more than 
academic concern. computing today’s rates, designing today’s policy 
provisions, setting today’s case reserves, must take long, plung- 
ing look into the future. 

Average figures how many insureds out hundred are likely 
involved accidents, and how many and what types injuries they 
may expected inflict, are all susceptible reasonably credible actu- 
arial calculations. But where—I ask—are the guideposts standards 
give insurance management even the foggiest notion what rules 
construction, what principles liability, and what measures damages 
will applied the courts juries several years hence, when many 
those injuries have blossomed into lawsuits? tell you where—hidden 
away the fertile imaginations “‘social And 
these shifting sands that insurance companies must construct 
rate and write contract today. 

The problems have mentioned are disturbing enough themselves. 
But there are many other trends and forces that weigh heavily upon the 
minds liability insurance company management. 

There are the perennial pressures for changes laws and court rules 
disadvantage the defendant and his insurer. These include proposals 
permit direct actions against liability insurers, change the count 
jury verdicts, prevent setting aside excessive awards, and force 
disclosure policy limits. Most each crop may die, but gradually, 
dribs and drabs, more and more take root and grow. 

There the ever-present spectre padded and fraudulent claims. 
near can make out, the distinction between the terms claims 
and claims this: When habitual gypsters like faked acci- 
dent rings and unscrupulous garage repairmen present phony exag- 
more common situation where the same thing done solid citizen 
like Sunday school teacher respectable businessman, call 
any such larcenous activity called 

Call them what you will, all these practices add untold millions 
dollars yearly insurance company losses. Even worse, they constitute 
festering sore the moral fiber our medical and legal professions and 


our society generally. 
Another disturbing note recent vintage what appears 


pitched attempt hobble the companies the use their adjusters 
investigating and settling claims expeditiously. nothing new 
confront legislation this subject each year—like the NACCA 
make void voidable any releases statements taken within fixed 
period. But stood aghast recently courts one state and the bar 
associations others ruled that improper for adjuster continue 
negotiate settlement with lawyer once suit has been filed. 

hope that correct belief that the defense lawyers—or 
least the majority them—are not sympathy with such rulings. 
Those with whom have discussed the matter tell that they have 
desire adjuster’s time and talents are much too valuable 
frittered away haggling over the mechanics settlement every 
run-of-the-mill claim. 

goes without saying that the defense lawyer entitled know 
whether there adjuster working the case, and so, what 
doing. But where the adjuster’s activities are with full knowledge the 
defense attorney, can see possible grounds either ethical practical 
for questioning these long-standing and economically essential practices 
insurance companies. And can assure you that our industry does not 
take lightly any threats continued enjoyment these rights. 

Still other long-recognized prerogatives are being challenged, namely, 
the rights companies use defense counsel their own choosing, 
and, indeed, even control the defense action against their insured. 
refer, course, the salaried-lawyer controversy. 

The use insurance companies lawyers defend third 
actions not new. Some companies have followed this practice for 
years, and others may well have done even earlier. All the appli- 
cable case law and bar association precedents over the years have affirmed 
and supported the right legal and ethical grounds. 

But you know, 1959 the Lawyers’ Club San Francisco pre- 
sented resolution the American Bar Association alleging that use 
staff lawyers raised serious question unauthorized practice law. 
The issue was referred the ABA’s Committee Unauthorized Practice 
Law. Briefs have been filed the casualty insurance industry 
defense the challenged right, and two state bar association UPL 
committees and few individual lawyers opposition. The matter still 
rests with the ABA Committee. 

not purpose here argue the company side this issue. 
view has been fully substantiated the precedents cited and 
arguments propounded the briefs filed our behalf former judge 
David Peck New York. 

wish make just two points this question—which some have 
characterized the battle between and 


First, the fear has apparently been implanted some minds that the 
use salaried lawyers for insurance defense work mushrooming rapidly 
—that threatens swallow sizeable portion the business 
outside defense lawyers everywhere. This not so. 

The proportion liability litigation handled insurance company 
salaried lawyers and always has been extremely small. What limited 
use made those lawyers concentrated predominantly handful 
the very largest cities. 

you should ask the executives some the principal companies 
using staff lawyers, believe they would tell you substantially this: 

While true that the volume work handled their own law- 
yers has undoubtedly increased over the years, the volume the business 
they have referred outside lawyers, and the fees paid outside lawyers 
have also increased—tremendously, fact—in the same period. Those 
executives envision mass departure from customary patterns; generally 
speaking their need for the services the outside lawyer great 
ever; and they fully expect the great preponderance defense cases 
continue flow him. 

The other point would make this: Some those who filed oppo- 
sition briefs with the American Bar UPL Committee went far 
throw into question, directly impliedly, the basic right insurers 
choose counsel—inside outside—and control the defense the suit 
that counsel. this shocking suggestion, Judge Peck comments 
the industry brief, part: 

“If counsel were subject the direction the insured rather than 
the insurer, could directed dispose the case any figure, 
regardless economic reality the interest the insurer, just 
save the insured annoyance bother. Or, equally, could di- 
rected the insured, matter pride principle, fight 
case the bitter end regardless cost and economy settlement. 
The insurer would thus placed the mercy the insured. 
before the day million motor vehicle registrations, 
the Supreme Court Wisconsin considered evident that ‘if the 
insurer entrusted the matter making settlements its numerous 
policyholders, its existence would precarious.’ Zinc 
Co. Fidelity Deposit Co. Maryland, 155 N.W. 1081, 1085 
(Wis. 1916). Noting the fact life that people are apt 
generous when comes spending the money others, the Court 
found the insurer’s control settlement ‘the only safeguard avail- 
able against the payment excessive damages.’ (155 N.W. 

Elsewhere Judge Peck demonstrates how conflict interest situations 
(which occasionally arise regardless whether one has inside outside 
counsel) can and are handled with complete protection the rights 
the assured, under procedures familiar, sure, all you. 
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The salaried lawyer controversy and its overtones are matter 
grave concern not just the small minority companies which make 
significant use staff attorneys handling part their defense work, 
but virtually every liability insurer the country. can think few 
things that would have more serious repercussions our business today 
than holding which would invade the companies’ long-established rights 
the choice and direction defense counsel. 

have now alluded some the liability insurance executive’s major 
areas concern the claim and defense side the picture: The frightful 
accident toll; the galloping erosion important tort law landmarks; 
the revolution damages; the specter widespread claim fraud and 
unethical practices the bar and medical professions; and finally, recent 
onslaughts vital rights insurers the use adjusters and the 
choice and use lawyers. 

Let turn for moment, then, the other side the picture: The 
bread-and-butter problem the companies face obtaining adequate rates 
the face spiraling losses. 

Here are immediately confronted with amazing paradox. 

The liability insurance business today one the most intensely 
competitive industries our whole economy; served executives 
and other personnel whose competency and integrity are far above average; 
more deeply sensitive public interest considerations than almost 
any industry could name. Yet finds itself enmeshed shroud 
regulatory restraints onerous and some ways more burdensome than 
those imposed the most monopolistic public utilities. majority 
jurisdictions even the smallest move company wants make price, 
coverage extension operations across state lines subject 
prior review and approval the insurance departments. 

Most insurance departments are striving their jobs conscien- 
tiously under the statutes they are charged with administering. Never- 
theless, the prior approval laws have all too many instances operated 
delay and sometimes completely obstruct needed rate relief. Some 
these situations have resulted from lack departmental staff, some 
from the expenditure undue amount staff time technical 
minutiae, and some from the focusing strong pressures 
the regulators hold rates down all cost. 

Significantly, those instances (in the minority, but nevertheless 
very serious) where the companies have experienced difficulty obtaining 
approval needed but unpopular rate increases, the issue which dis- 
agreement has arisen most commonly the use the rate-making com- 

Obviously, inflationary trends being what they are, company could 
long exist today’s rates cover tomorrow’s claims were rigidly pegged 


yesterday’s loss experience. projection trends into the future 
necessarily involves judgment. Where regulator motivated political 
considerations reject request for rate hike, the most inviting areas 
for him attack the filing are those where judgment factors are involved. 
the light today’s rules administrative law and procedure, the 
regulator who substitutes his for that the filer has little 
fear being reversed except for the most flagrant abuse 

So, today’s insurance management often finds itself double jeopardy 
—first, when the claim department beset the inflationary spiral 
have described, and second, when the ratemaker tries make some man- 
ner provision for tomorrow’s rates. 

Can blame the insurance executive now and then stops 
ponder the idea automobile insurance system fixed compensation 
benefits—where, least, many the vagaries yardsticks 
liability and damages would eliminated? 

Unfortunately, the problem consumer resistance rate increases 
steadily growing worse. This partly because the very size the 
rates needed meet today’s losses—let alone anticipate tomorrow’s. Many 
New York Class drivers are currently paying standard rates over 
$430 annually for statutory limits liability coverage alone, and some are 
paying times that under point system. Adding physical damage 
coverage for medium priced car, those standard rates would total some- 
where between $600 and $700. This gives clue some the political 
pressures now being focused insurance departments. 

Another alarming aspect the picture the fact that just the 
past three years, five states (Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, Colorado 
and West Virginia) have passed laws which operate require prior state- 
wide newspaper notices and formal public hearings before insurance rate 
increases are approved. 

Partly counteract the effects these regulatory pitfalls, some 
the major company groups, including our Association, have recently pro- 
posed model legislation eliminate the requirement prior approval 
rates now required most states. Our procedure, like that now found 
the statutes jurisdictions, would allow rate filings become 
operative automatically filing, subject full power the commissioner 
review and revoke any filing not meeting the statutory standards. 
would also add definitions the rating standards which would help 
prevent rates from becoming either inadequate excessive. Passage such 
laws today’s climate will not easy, but sincerely believe some 
such action essential make the regulatory machinery responsive 
today’s and tomorrow’s needs. 


See for example Massachusetts Bonding and Insurance Company Commissioner, 


329 Mass. 265, 107 N.E. 807 (1952). 
[57] 


can plainly seen then, why the casualty insurance companies 
now find themslves nutcracker between the upward thrust losses 
and expenses the one hand, and the downward pressures strongly 
intensified competition and opposition rate relief the other. Many 
rate levels are seriously inadequate. The obvious result has been wave 

Insurance companies have always watched their expense margins 
closely. But staff member Association serving over 300 com- 
panies, must tell you that our business now going through era 
almost unprecedented austerity. Companies are casting about every 
direction for means doing the job more efficiently and economically 
than their competitor—and item from the cost paper clips 
escaping their scrutiny. What more, the situation threatens grow 
worse unless current trends can reversed. 

have now enumerated some the matters that are seriously worry- 
ing casualty insurance management today. What, you may ask, can 
done about them? 

Unfortunately, the problems have enumerated are too complex and 
too deep-seated lend themselves pat solutions. Meaningful solutions 
can devised and executed only after painstaking study and prolonged 
discussion. sole plea today that join hands and get under way. 

not sad commentary that spite all our joint meetings and 
spite all the and weeks speeches and symposi- 
ums—in spite all our fine professional and trade periodicals—many 
the liability insurance industry and many the defense bar are still 
oceans apart their understanding each other’s total problems, atti- 
and objectives? but one illustration this point—from our 
could cite you several situations recent legislative sessions where 
our amazement have discovered that the most ardent proponents 
and eloquent witnesses for direct action statutes, comparative negligence 
bills and bills repeal guest laws were senior members law firms listing 
casualty insurance companies clients! The most charitable 
comment can make about those situations that there has been 
terrible communication breakdown somewhere! 

What really needed today not more long-winded speeches like 
mine, but more closed-door skull sessions top-level people from the 
bar and the industry, lay squarely the table all the matters con- 
cern both, and develop concrete programs for resolving them. 

good start has been made cooperative action certain areas. 
One encouraging sign the recent establishment the industry the 
Defense Information Office, which will maintain brief bank and 
roster expert witnesses for the benefit claim departments and 
defense lawyers. 
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Another landmark event the founding the Defense Research Insti- 
tute, long-needed instrumentality our field, which although not even 
off the launching pad has already produced valuable monographs 
Whiplash and Products Liability. Earlier today your President pointed 
the timeliness and importance the Institute’s program. Our Asso- 
ciation and many our companies contribute its budget, and know 
that many you gentlemen, too, are contributors. 

These and kindred steps represent excellent beginning, but they 
are not enough. The list unsolved problems staggering, and have 
only scratched the surface attacking them. 

Through the medium the Industry Defense Committee, the three 
leading national casualty insurance company trade associations (American 
Mutual Insurance Alliance, Association Casualty Surety Companies, 
and National Association Independent Insurers) are now jointly ad- 
dressing themselves many the causes worsening liability loss trends. 
Another joint instrumentality essentially the same company groups, the 
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, concentrating the combined 
talents and resources our industry the elusive traffic accident prob- 
lem. 

These and other joint agencies the company side have made good 
start facing the ominous threats that beset the insurance industry, 
your profession, and the system under which both operate. 

While our House Liability Insurance still remains relatively healthy 
and strong, its future durability present form placed extreme 
jeopardy the forces working undermine it. all who have shared 
its bed and board, all whose destiny tied with its destiny, 
say: lend helping hand halt the erosion and shore the foun- 
dation, that this House may 


Lawyer 


JOHN HUME, JR.* 


ENJOY the somewhat dubious distinction hav- 
ing been asked speak this group every ten years. spoke this 
convention Saranac Lake 1941; again, Atlantic City about 
1950; and here 1961. certainly honor invited three times 
distinction because not certain whether your program committee feels 
that you couldn’t stand shorter intervals than ten years whether 
they, with typical American optimism, feel certain that, given ten years 
more, anyone bound improve. 

For over thirty-four years, have been lawyer employed full time 
This type lawyer which trial lawyer father 
and his contemporaries rather contemptuously referred “‘attorney” 
who hired their work. father and those his time 
were prone suggest that corporation attorneys couldn’t earn fee 
they were their own and, result, were forced accept salary 
starve. 

With father who was general practitioner and who, with con- 
siderable justification, insisted that was attorney’s lawyer and 
authority defending insurance companies, happen the father 
son who likewise the general practice with another firm and 
who, some seventeen years after his death, enjoys consider- 
able success defense work. 

During these many years, has been source pleasure and satis- 
faction that was privileged employ each them many times. 


goes without saying that have been forced listen their side 


story about this relationship and, result, claim have some knowl- 
edge the problems. That there are problems arising out the rela- 
tionship between the corporation counsel and the local counsel trial 
attorney was manifest from almost any discussion had with father 
during his lifetime and certainly with reference any discussion pres- 
ently have with son. 


Vice President and Secretary, Indiana Insurance Company and Consolidated Insur- 
ance Company, Indianapolis, Indiana. Address given before the Twenty-first Annual 
Convention the Federation Insurance Counsel Chicago August 1961. 
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Please remember that insist authority the 
arising out the relationship; that may have solutions does not 
disqualify authority the problems. 

have always said that started out originally become criminal 
lawyer. For those who choose make something out this expression, 
will say that, least, ambition was lawyer who defended 
criminals. 

Many you know that becoming lawyer the State Indiana 
day was about the easiest thing anybody could become. required 
neither effort nor ability and can prove it. 

Our State Constitution adopted 1851 covered the subject and set out 
three requirements and only three requirements for admission the Bar. 
Many attempts had been made amend the Constitution but prior 
time, least, the voters always apparently felt that three requirements 
for admission the Bar were enough. 

First, you had twenty-one years age. While this stage 
life would most difficult for attain the age twenty-one 
again, believe me, becoming twenty-one years age the first time required 
utterly effort and very little ability. 

Second, you had resident the county. This, course, ruled 
out traveling salesmen and that about all. Here again, required 
neither effort nor ability stay home. 

Third, you had person good moral character. least, 
you weren’t you had reasonably secretive about it. Becoming 
person bad moral character, like becoming non-resident, required 
some effort. 

It’s easy see that any boy could, without either effort ability, 
sit perfectly still and not move muscle and eventually become twenty-one, 
remain resident the county and certainly would have good morals. 
day, the Constitution meant what said (and boy does that date 
me). met all three requirements and was admitted the Bar. 

For fear that lawyers who have education will tend look down 
their nose and consider illiterate, would hasten add that 
graduated from Indiana with LL.B. degree. The point trying 
make that admission the Bar dated from birthday 
rather than from graduation day, and was first. 

While may appear that the Constitution was quite beneficial such 
people me, the truth the matter that effort comply with 
the requirements good moral character, had not become acquainted 
with very many criminals. You who were around those days will 
remember that times were pretty tough and even the criminals 
doing too well. was difficult those days make 
much less one. 
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result all these things, decided become corporation 
lawyer. The fact that the job paid money influenced decision. 

Time soon erased age twenty-one qualification. Accepting the 
job mentioned required move and immediately became non- 
resident. The association with local counsel caused character become 
bad. record time, not only had met all requirements for admission 
the Bar—but according the Constitution had now become totally 
disqualified and probably should have been disbarred. 

represent group multiple line insurance companies. have 
concern ourselves with the usuai corporate matters. There are some so- 
called contract problems that may wind litigation. For the most 
part, however, our litigation involves the defense third party liability 
claims. 

Our business five states with far the majority 
our home state. Because this concentration, have good oppor- 
tunity personally know our local counsel our home state. 

Our policyholders, however, ever increasing numbers like travel, 
visit and business the rest North America where are, for the 
most part, unfamiliar with local counsel, local statutes, ordinances, court 
rules practice and procedure and local conditions all kinds. The fact 
that getting into difficulty away from home inconvenient them 
does not seem even slightly deter them. 

little Catholic boy and little Protestant boy got into terrible 
fist fight. Later the little Protestant boy’s father was surveying the damage 
and asked his son the usual question what happened. The Protestant 
boy admitted that had made few unflattering remarks about the Pope. 
His father said you know that Mike was Catholic?’’ The 
Protestant boy said did, but didn’t know that the Pope was too.” 

Many the problems arising out the relationship between home 
office counsel and local trial counsel result from such innocent misunder- 
standings. 

It, therefore, behooves both parties, the earliest possible date have 
complete understanding all matters that nothing left con- 
jecture. 

Failure the part both recognize that each busy, 
that each frequently pressed for time and that each almost 
always has plan ahead, results, least our side, frequently en- 
gaging local counsel the last possible minute. 


told that sometimes appear operating under the misun- 
derstanding that are the only client office. That capable and 
competent local attorney always lounging his office open our 
letter read our telegram take our long distance call late the 
afternoon the last possible day and immediately give the matter 
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appropriate, considered and, certainly, expert attention. Frankly, 
are guilty because usually know long before the last minute our 
need for and our intention employ local counsel. Waiting until the 
very last minute almost always calculated work hardship local 
counsel. 

This misunderstanding works both ways. company’s policy, 
for instance, have member our staff available all trials. This 
requires little planning ahead and like know soon possible 
the trial date its probable date. have had the experience being 
called local counsel from pay telephone the court house not 
only learn for the first time trial date but get additional information 
that the call was made possible reason short recess during the 
process selecting jury the trial our case. 

While such procedure may spare some the pre-trial labor pains 
that all experience, the overall result calculated make old corpora- 
tion counsel out young corporation counsel the shortest possible time. 

the time immediately after employment, local counsel should 
furnished all information available. Without delay, local counsel 
should carefully review the file, make such research into legal questions 
presented indicated, and furnish summary report analyzing those 
facts that are available and upon such facts are available, give opinion 
liability, damages, probable jury results and further recommended 
investigation and handling. 

responsible individual relishes giving opinion based upon his 
judgment and his experience without all possible facts before him. 
don’t like make decisions based upon such opinions either but let’s 
face it—it must done. one really has all the facts until the case 
has been submitted the jury which little late for either opinion 
decision based upon the opinion much value. 

agree that opinion local counsel may materially change 
either favorably adversely after further facts are developed. That 
depositions, examinations under oath, and various other discovery pro- 
cedures may materially alter original opinions. Local counsel must recog- 
nize that their clients have right their opinions based upon information 
available and conditioned the fact that additional information might 
alter that opinion. While are always needed seems, before 
anybody ever wants stick their neck out, despite the desirability 
more facts, the economics spending $50 for additional data answer 
$25 questions, still bad. While most decisions that the 
client, the client has the right the attorney’s opinion before decisions 
are made. 

individual, rather contemptuous that type opinion 
which says many words that this case might win yet the 
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same time possible that judgment could returned for sum far 
excess policy limits. your client doesn’t know that such 
opinion will fit almost every case, then your client going have 
learn that fact the hard way. 

you are asked for opinion the outcome given case, don’t 
hedge—if you have it. Your client knows again 
will find out the hard way that attorney can guarantee the results 
lawsuit. Most have had the experience being horribly disap- 
pointed many times the outcome lawsuit and take little 
consolation the fact that the results were worse than the most 
horrible picture that the local counsel painted. 

are only kidding each other when spend lot time talking 
about what could happen. good decision must not ignore what could 
happen but must rest strongly what very likely happen. Prob- 
abilities must outweigh possibilities. 

have doctor friend who apparently enjoys telling his patients with 
sore backs that their ailment could very well result them being elected 
President the United States. insists that there some precedent 
for man with sore back becoming President. 

Local counsel who are fortunately unfortunately, the case may 
be, connected with extremely large law firm have problems that are all 
their own. Sometimes they cause have problems and create some 
our minds. certainly recommend that some manner they 
convey the impression their clients that someone the so-called 
has least heard our serious cases. Their client will recog- 
nize that the senior member the firm cannot handle all their business, 
but the same time, their client will fail understand why least one 
the veterans was not consulted had not been position give 
advice what the client considers dangerous case. Clients should 
worrying about their dangerous cases and worry loves company and 
comforting know that someone the upper echelon worrying 
along with the young fellow who answers our letters and who are 
sure just graduated from law school because his name the bottom 
the long list counsel shown the letterhead. 


There has been some tendency particularly the insurance industry 
refer large firms This designation doesn’t come 
from the large size the firm but the label comes from, the opinion 
many Home Office Counsel, the type service which sometimes 
given all size firms. One-man offices can and times like” 
law factory. 

Perfunctory answers letters requests for information; stereotype 
line’’ acknowledgments; answers that convey the impression 
that the attorney handling the particular file extremely busy and engaged 
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the handling numerous more important suits are all calculated 
give the so-called impression. 

sneaking suspicion that local counsel operates “‘law 
develops from pattern being unduly optimistic all through the early 
stages every case until literally the court house door when becomes 
decidedly pessimistic. see many files that reflect great optimism 
the part trial counsel, both questions liability and damages, 
only make complete about face, the case nears trial. 

natural for assume that many instances this change 
sentiment due the fact that the lawsuit now for the first time 
being carefully analyzed and evaluated. 

There are many schools thought concerning who should handle 
settlement negotiations and the strategy employed. While local 
counsel should most instances the best position negotiate, 
frequently does things which raise questions the minds his clients 
his effectiveness negotiator. The attorney who insists that 
unwilling pay anything and who proclaims effect for 
defense but not one cent for tribute’’ certainly not stockholder, and 
probably not negotiator. causes some concern. who 
proclaim for defense’’ until they reach the court house door 
then throw the sponge, cause even more concern. 


The attorney who stoutly proclaims that everybody knows that 
only has one price and that will not waiver from that figure once 
has announced causes some concern. the first place, usually 
don’t believe him and, the second place, believe him know 
don’t have negotiator who likely able work out com- 
promise anything. 

The fellow that probably worries the most the man who says 
don’t approach the other side because will give them the feeling 
that are concerned about the works the apparent theory 
that you ignore the whole thing, will probably away. can’t 
remember single lawsuit where the plaintiff became discouraged be- 
cause the defendant laid low that gave and dismissed his case. 

have figures support statement, but would hazard guess 
that the greatest factor contributing towards the congestion court 
calendars the tendency lawyers both sides, all kinds cases, 
take the position that shows weakness inaugurate discussion 
possible settlement. Everybody wants to, all times, lay low. 
Everybody afraid they will lose face they what lawyers are sup- 
posed do, and try work out settlement some matter that 
dispute. 

sure that all have had the experience being approached 
attorneys whose technique was bad that got the impression they 


were greatly concerned about the case. such impression conveyed, 
entirely because poor technique. the business attorneys 
try effect settlements. 

the policy our office have member our staff available 
local counsel during trials; may actually present merely 
town and available telephone. This staff member has authority 
make any decisions required has access phone with someone who 
has such authority. 

our belief that this procedure eliminates big area misunder- 
standing. 

While like leave our trial counsel free to, the late Senator 
James Watson said, all the talking while someone else does all 
the opinion that trial counsel are required both 
and think the same they are entitled either the authority 
make major decisions have ready access those who can. 

Unforeseen developments can occur rapidly during trial and wipe out 
the grounds upon which all pre-trial decisions are based. 

led understand trial counsel that they not consider 
corporation attorney can’t reached, whatever the 
justification might be. Those trying case the west coast insist for 
instance that corporation counsel the east coast home earlier. This 
may have something with time zones; but whatever the reason, 
they can’t reached they are just not 

Last, would like deplore what seems tendency the 
part some defense firms fall into defeatist attitude. They seem 
think that lawsuits can never won. They have read and obviously 
have been impressed newspaper accounts all the big plaintiff victories. 
They have forgotten that the trial and defense lawsuit can exciting 
and dramatic the prosecution suit. You have fight win 
and it’s fun. Anybody can lose one. 

Now, course, none has been guilty any the things 
which have referred, then have problem and what have said 


does not apply any us. Like the Sunday School teacher who 


reviewing the lesson and concluded now, children, who can tell 
what must before can expect forgiveness There was 
pause and one little boy spoke up, first got 
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The following committees have been appointed President Carroll 
Heft for the ensuing year: 


By-Laws and Qualifications WM. WOOD BAILEY 
Box 1750 
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 
AUSTIN DOYLE, Chairman 
332 West Lovell Street CROWLEY 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 909 Sinclair Bldg. 
Ft. Worth, Texas 
THOMAS GREAVES, 

Vice-Chairman CLAYTON E. NARVESON 
622 First Nat’l Bank Bldg. 1030 Minnesota Building 
Mobile, Alabama St. Paul, Minnesota 
VICTOR WERNER CHARLES WHITING 
Broad Street 207 Rapid City Nat’l Bank Bldg. 
New York, New York Rapid City, South Dakota 
PERRY FULLER HENRY MACKEEN 
North LaSalle Street 501 Bank Canada Bldg. 
Chicago, Illinois Halifax, Nova Scotia 
1201 Home Fed. Building 


Nashville, Tenn. 
CHARLES WHITING 


Memphis, Tennessee 


207 Rapid City Bank Bldg. CHARLES GOWEN 

Rapid City, South Dakota First National Bank Bldg. 
Brunswick, Georgia 

PHILIP BARTH 

Niagara Street EDWARD SEITZINGER 

Buffalo, New York 500 Farm Bureau Building 

WILLIAM PORTEOUS, JR. Des Moines, 

503 American Bank Bldg. IVAN ROBINETTE 

New Orleans, Louisiana Suite 716, Arizona Bank Bldg. 

ARIBERT YOUNG Phoenix, Arizona 


6th Floor, Fidelity Bldg. 


Indianapolis, Indiana REID CURTIS 


124 Merrick Avenue 
KURT FRAUEN Merrick, New York 

828 North Broadway 

Milwaukee Wis. 


Defense Research Institute 
Committee 


JOHN WILLIAMS, Chairman 
Bank Southwest Bldg. 
Houston, Texas 


Convention Sites Committee 


BERNARD BERTRAND, Chairman 
234 Collinsville Ave. 
East St. Louis, 


SAM HOOD, Vice-Chairman WILLIAM GILLEN, Vice-Chairman 
Bank Southwest Building 1002 Citizens Building 
Houston, Texas Tampa Florida 


Alabama 
GREAVES, JR. 
622 First Bank Bldg. 
Mobile, Alabama 


THOMAS PARKER 
Box 6011 
Montgomery, Alabama 


Arizona 
IVAN ROBINETTE 
716 Arizona Bank Bldg. 
Phoenix, Arizona 


Arkansas 
BRUCE SHAW 


212 Merchants Nat’l Bank Bldg. 


Fort Smith, Arkansas 


California 
THEODORE KOLB 
220 Bush Street 
San Francisco, California 


JOHN LOOMIS 
1010 Wilshire Blvd. 
Los Angeles, 


Canada 
WALTER STEWART OWEN 
Burrard Building 
Vancouver, British Columbia 


HENRY MACKEEN 
501 Bank Canada Bldg. 
Halifax, Nova Scotia 


Colorado 
KENNETH WORMWOOD 
704 Symes Building 
Denver, Colorado 


Connecticut 
LEO GAFFNEY 
272 Main Street 
New Britain, Conn. 


Delaware 
WILLIAM PRICKETT 
1310 King Street 
Wilmington, Delaware 


District Columbia 
RICHARD GALIHER 
1215 Nineteenth St., N.W. 
Washington 


Florida 
DIXIE BEGGS 
700 Brent Annex 
Pensacola, Florida 


WALTER HUMKEY 
401 Industrial Bank Bldg. 
Miami, Florida 


BAYA HARRISON, JR. 
1030 First Federal Bldg. 
St. Petersburg, Florida 


Georgia 
JOHN BELL TOWILL 
1015 Southern Finance Bldg. 
Augusta, Georgia 


Hawaii 
RUSSELL CADES 
Bishop Trust Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Idaho 
WILLIAM HAWKINS 
320 Wiggett Building 
Coeur d’Alene, Idaho 


Illinois 
BERNARD BERTRAND 
234 Collinsville Avenue 
East St. Louis, Illinois 


PERRY FULLER 
North LaSalle Street 
Chicago, 


Indiana 
BENTON GATES 
Farmers Loan Trust Co. Bldg. 
Columbia City, Indiana 


Iowa 
WALTER SELVY 
616 Insurance Exchange Bldg. 
Des Moines, Iowa 


Kansas 
WILLIAM KAHRS 
511 Union Center Bldg. 
Wichita, Kansas 


Kentucky 
CARROLL REDFORD 
208 West Washington Street 
Glasgow, Kentucky 


Louisiana 
CHARLES MAYER 
307 Wall Street 


Shreveport, Louisiana 
CHARLES FRANKLIN 
P.O. Box 2523 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
WILLIAM PORTEOUS, JR. 
503 American Bank Bldg. 

New Orleans, Louisiana 


Maine 
CLEMENT RICHARDSON 
Exchange Street 
Portland, Maine 


Maryland 
BEALE ROLLINS 
629 Title Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 


Massachusetts 
MAX FICKSMAN 
160 State St. 
Boston Mass. 


Michigan 
AUSTIN DOYLE 
332 West Lovell Street 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 


Minnesota 
SIDNEY GISLASON 
South State Street 
New Ulm, Minnesota 
Mississippi 
GEORGE WOODLIFF 
First Nat’l Bank Bldg. 
Jackson, Mississippi 
Missouri 
LOWELL KNIPMEYER 
900 Waltower Building 
Kansas City, Missouri 


Nebraska 
MURL MAUPIN 
P.O. Box 679 


North Platte, Nebraska 
FLAVEL WRIGHT 
300 First Trust Building 
Lincoln, Nebraska 


New Hampshire 
STANLEY BURNS 
Bucabrey Building 
Dover, New Hampshire 


New Jersey 
SIDNEY JR. 
330 Market Street 
Camden, New Jersey 
ABRAHAM HARKAVY 
Park Place 
Newark, New Jersey 

New Mexico 
WHATLEY 
137 West Griggs Street 
Las Cruces, New Mexico 


PAT SHEEHAN 
522 Marquette, N.W. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 


New York 
JOSEPH O’BRIEN 
189 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 


PHILIP BARTH 
Niagara Street 
Buffalo, New York 


WILLIAM BATTEY 
John Street 
New York, New York 


North Carolina 
BEVERLY COOPER MOORE 
700 Jefferson Building 
Greensboro, North Carolina 


North Dakota 
HERBERT NILLES 
504 Black Building 
Fargo, North Dakota 


Ohio 
KENT MEYERS 
2021 Superior Building 
Cleveland 14, Ohio 


Oklahoma 
JOHN CHEEK 
203 Park Avenue 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 


JOSEPH BEST 
Rucker Building 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 


Oregon 
WALTER COSGRAVE 
723 Pittock Block 
Portland, Oregon 


Pennsylvania 
HARRY LABRUM 
Bldg. 
Philadelphia Pa. 


GEORGE SLESINGER 
1703 Law Finance Bldg. 
Pittsburgh 19, Pa. 


ARTHUR MARKOWITZ 
141 East Market St. 
York, Pa. 


South Carolina 
BYRD TRAXLER 
606 East North Street 
Greenville, South Carolina 


South Dakota 
CHARLES WHITING 
207 Rapid City Nat’l Bank Bldg. 
Rapid City, South Dakota 


Tennessee 
BRUCE BISHOP 
Provident Building 
Chattanooga, Tennessee 


Texas 
FRED NEWBERRY 
300 Gulf States Bldg. 
Dallas Texas 


Utah 
RAY CHRISTENSEN 
1205 Continental Bk. Bldg. 
Salt Lake City Utah 


Vermont 
BOONE WILSON 
178 Main Street 
Burlington, Vt. 
HENRY BLACK 
Municipal Building 
White River Junction, Vt. 

Virginia 
JOHN WICKER, JR. 
706 Mutual Building 
Richmond 19, Virginia 
JOHN 
909 State Planters Bldg. 
Richmond, Virginia 


Washington 
WILLIAM EDDLEMAN 
1705 Lower Building 
Seattle, Washington 

West Virginia 
CLARENCE MARTIN, JR. 
Peoples Trust Building 
Martinsburg, Va. 


Wisconsin 
FRANCIS BANNEN 
206% Broadway 
Wisconsin Dells, Wis. 
EDWARD BYRNE 
228 College Ave. 
Appleton, Wis. 
JAMES HERRICK 
122 Washington Ave. 
Madison, Wis. 
Wyoming 
GEORGE GUY 
410 Bell Bldg. 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 


Federation Award Committee 


LOWELL KNIPMEYER, Chairman 
900 Waltower Building 
Kansas City Missouri 


JAMES DEMPSEY, Vice Chairman 
Northcourt Building 
White Plains, New York 


WALTER BJORK 
P.O. Box 1242 
Madison, Wisconsin 


CARL GRAY 
802 Main Street 
Petersburg, Indiana 


IVAN ROBINETTE 
Suite 716, Arizona Bank Bldg. 
Phoenix, Arizona 


And All Past Presidents, 
Required By-Laws. 


Federation Awardee Advisory 
Committee 


(Composed all past recipients the 
Federation Award) 


(1957) 
JAMES KEMPER, Chairman 
Kemper Building 
Wacker Drive 
Chicago 


(1960) 
HAROLD EVANS, Vice-Chairman 
American Casualty Company 
412 Washington Street 
Reading, Pennsylvania 


(1961) 
SOLOMON HUEBNER 
c/o Univ. Pennsylvania 
Philadelphia, Penn. 


(1959) 
BRUCE PALMER 
Mutual Benefit Life Ins. Co. 
520 Broad Street 
Newark, New Jersey 


(1958) 
GUS WORTHAM 
American General Ins. Co. 
Rusk Building 
Houston, Texas 


(1956) 
JOHN DIEMAND 
Insurnce Company North America 
1600 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Penn. 


(1955) 
JOHN ALAN APPLEMAN 
The Maples 
Urbana, Illinois 


~> 


(1954) 
RAYMOND MURPHY (retired) 
15671 Peach Hill Road 
Saratoga, California 


(1953) 
JAMES DONOVAN 
Bur. Cas. Underwriters 
125 Maiden Lane 
New York 38, New York 


(1952) 
WILLIAM SEYMOUR (retired) 
c/o Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. 
Boston 17, Massachusetts 


Federation Recognition 
Committee 


GEORGE WOODLIFF, Chairman 
1012 First National Bank Bldg. 
Jackson, Mississippi 


ROBERT LUCE, Vice Chairman 
208 South LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


LOWELL SNORF, JR. 
4210 Peterson Avenue 
Chicago 46, 


JOHN MOELMANN 
North LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


Finance and Budget Committee 


ROBERT LUCE, Chairman 
208 South LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


DAVID GREEN 
449 Central Avenue 
Newark, New Jersey 


CLAYTON 
1075 Houston Club Building 
Houston, Texas 


JOHN LOOMIS 
1010 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles 17, California 


DAVID PAYNE 
1935 South Main Street 
Salt Lake City, Utah 


LEO GAFFNEY 
272 Main Street 
New Britain, Conn. 


CROWLEY 


909 Sinclair Building 
Fort Worth, Texas 


EDWARD GERMAN 
1507 Packard Building 
Philadelphia Penn. 


Grand Bahama 1962 Midwinter 


Meeting Committee 
WILLIAM PORTEOUS, 


Chairman 
503 American Bank Building 
New Orleans, Louisiana 


KENNETH SHEROUSE, 
Vice-Chairman 

413 Industrial Bank Building 

Miami, Florida 


HERBERT HAMILTON, JR. 
1401 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta Georgia 


JOBE 
Box 1111, 1633 Central Street 
Evanston, Illinois 


WALTER HUMKEY 

401 Industrial Bank Bldg. 
Miami 32, Florida 

WILLIAM LUCKETT 


P.O. Box 306 
Clarksdale, Mississippi 


PERCY McDONALD, JR. 
Commerce Title Building 
Memphis, Tennessee 


GOBLE DEAN 
Dade Federal Building 
Miami 32, Florida 
WILBUR JONES 

East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 
THOMAS PARKER 
P.O. Box 6011 
Montgomery, Alabama 


‘ 


Memorials Committee 
KENT MYERS, Chairman 


2021 Superior Building 
Cleveland 14, Ohio 
JOHN SWEET 
1015 Joseph Vance Bldg. 
Seattle, Washington 
WILLIAM DEAK 
412 Washington Street 
Reading, Pennsylvania 
HENRY MACKEEN 
501 Bank Canada Bldg. 
Halifax, Nova Scotia 


Nominating Committee 


HARRY LABRUM, Chairman 
1507 Packard Building 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 


GATES 
Farmers Loan Trust Co. Bldg. 
Columbia City, Indiana 


DONALD MAWHINNEY 
300 First Trust Bldg. 
Syracuse, New York 


MARSHALL THOMAS 
609 Fischer Building 
Iowa 


And All Past Presidents. 


Publications Committee 


CHARLES ROBISON, Chairman 
North LaSalle St. 
Chicago 


JOHN ALAN APPLEMAN, 
Vice-Chairman 

The Maples 

Urbana, 


ARTHUR HILL, JR. 
730 Fifth St. 
Eureka, Calif. 


HENRY DUQUE 
523 6th St. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 


SIDNEY WEINSTOCK 
465 California St. 
San Francisco, Calif. 


JAMES CRUM 
603 Broward Bk. Bldg. 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 


KENNETH SHEROUSE 
413 Industrial Bk. Bldg. 
Miami, Florida 


SAM LOWE, JR. 
509 Grant Bldg. 


Atlanta, Georgia 


RUSSELL CADES 
Bishop Trust Bldg. 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


RICHARD GRUMMON 
212 Reisch Bldg. 


Springfield; 


BRUCE SMITH 
175 Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago 


FRANK MESSER 
East Washington St. 
Iowa City, Iowa 


LEONARD THOMAS 
518 Brotherhood 
Kansas City, Kansas 


ROBERT MORRISON 
State St. 
Boston, Mass. 


DAVID DEWITT 
1912 Guardian Bldg. 
Detroit, Michigan 


WILLIAM LUCKETT 
Box 306 
Clarksdale, Mississippi 


GIBSON WITHERSPOON 
507 Citizens Bk. Bldg. 
Meridian, Mississippi 


PIERRE DOMINIQUE 
509 Central Trust Bldg. 
Jefferson City, Missouri 


FREDERICK LEWIS 
Univ. Kansas City Law Schl. 
Rock Hill Road 

Kansas City, Missouri 


NORMAN RISJORD 
404 Insurance Exchange Bldg. 
Kansas City, Missouri 


WILLIAM 
5201 Davenport St. 
Omaha, Nebraska 


ISADORE HALPERN 
Court St. 
Brooklyn 


EDMUND BROWN 
520 Liberty Bank Bldg. 
Buffalo 


FRED CUNNINGHAM 
Shelby Mutual Bldg. 
Shelby, Ohio 


JACK HAYS 
310 Beacon Bldg. 
Tulsa, Okla. 
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HARRY LABRUM 
1507 Packard Bldg. 
Philadelphia Pa. 


ALFRED BURGESS 
Dean 

Greenville, Carolina 
KARL GOLDSMITH 

Old Pierre Bank Bldg. 
Pierre, South Dakota 
HUBERT HOLMAN 
Box 410 
Fayetteville, Tenn. 

DEAN MOORHEAD 
307 First Fed. Bldg. 
Austin, Texas 

DAVID PAYNE 

Box 2520 

Salt Lake City, Utah 
OSMER FITTS 

High St. 

Brattleboro, Vt. 
RICHARD WILLIAMS 
905 Mutual Bldg. 


Richmond, Virginia 

GEORGE CLARKE 

1118 New World Life 
Seattle Washington 
RICHARD HIPPENMEYER 
Box 

Waukesha, Wisconsin 

DONALD GILLIS 

King St. 

St. John, New Brunswick 
EDMUND PETER NEWCOMBE 


Metcalf St. 
Ottawa, Canada 


Resolutions Committee 


BERNARD HANKIN, Chairman 
510 East Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee Wisconsin 


HOWARD DICKEY 
1033 South Hope Street 
Los Angeles 15, California 


EDWARD DORSEY 
Atlanta, Georgia 


EDWARD SMITH 
307 Empire Building 
Columbus, Georgia 


REGINALD WILLIAM 
900 Dade Fed. Bank 
Miami, Florida 


ROBERT CRAIG 
Brentwood Bank Bldg. 
St. Louis, Missouri 


MEYER FIX 
East Main Street 
Rochester, New York 


WALTER COSGRAVE 
723 Pittock Block 
Portland, Oregon 


Substantive Law Committees 

Accident and Health Insurance: 

ROBERT SCHNEIDER, 

Chairman 

Poulsen Ins. Co. America 

Executive Plaza 

Park Ridge, 

JACK MARER 

845 Omaha Bank 

Omaha, Nebraska 


LEON ANDRE 

4444 Lawrence Avenue 
Chicago 30, 
PAUL PRICE 

North LaSalle Street 
Chicago 
MAURICE RIEKE 
945 Northwest Bank Bidg. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
HAYES KENNEDY 

140 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago 


Automobile Insurance: 
LEONEL HATCH, JR., Chairman 
One North LaSalle Street 
Chicago Illinois 
JAMES HERRICK 
122 West Washington Avenue 


Madison Wisconsin 


LEO BUCHIGNANA 

South Second Street 

Memphis, Tennessee 

FRANCIS STEWART 

607 Commerce Union Bank Bidg. 
Nashville Tennessee 

JOHN WICKHEM 


Box 877 
Janesville, Wisconsin 


MARION BUTLER 
900 Circle Tower 
Indianapolis, Indiana 


PERCY JR. 


Commerce Title Building 
Memphis, Tennessee 


ALBERT PLUMMER 
11169 Wornald Road 
Kansas City 41, Missouri 


ROBERT TOBIN 
1850 Board Trade Bldg. 
Chicago 

LOUIS WYNNE 


1105 Hamilton Street 
Allentown, Pennsylvania 


EDWARD GALLAGHER 
542 North Meridian 
Indianapolis, Indiana 


EDWARD SMITH 
1118 Commerce Title Bldg. 
Memphis, Tennessee 


BEN LOGAN 
Insurance Exchange Bldg. 
Kansas City 42, Missouri 


DUDLEY EMMERT 
8th and Marchall Streets 
Manitowoe, Wisconsin 


MACARTHUR McKICHAN 
East Main Street 
Platteville, Wisconsin 


JAMES KILLIAN 
110 William Street 
New York 38, New York 


ERNEST WILCKE 
821 Fifth Avenue 
Grinnell, Iowa 


JEROME HAFTER 
Box 918 
Greenville, Mississippi 


GEORGE FIORE 
3257 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles California 


NORMAN RISJORD 
404 Insurance Exchange Bldg. 
Kansas City, Missouri 


Aviation Insurance: 
BRUCE BISHOP, Chairman 


Provident Building 
Chattanooga, Tennessee 
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PATTERSON 
2800 Republic Nat’l Bank Bldg. 
Dallas, Texas 


ROBERT PLUNKETT 
1824 Dime Building 
Detroit 26, Michigan 


EDMUND BROWN 
520 Liberty Bank Bldg. 
Buffalo New York 


JOHN GORDON GEARIN 
800 Pacific Building 
Portland, Oregon 


DAVID DYER 
1301 DuPont Building 
Miami 32, Florida 


CRAVEN SHUTTLEWORTH 
1120 Merchants Bank Bldg. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa 


ROBERT CRAIG 
Suite 302, Brentwood Bank Bldg. 
St. Louis 17, Missouri 


Casualty Insurance: 


FRED CUNNINGHAM, 
Chairman 

Shelby Mutual Building 
Shelby, Ohio 


HARRISON BALL 
Willow Street 
Lunn, Massachusetts 


FREDERICK BENSON 
Kemper Insurance Building 
Summit, New Jersey 


BURTON JOHNSON 
760 First National Bank Building 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 


FOSTER ARNETT 
1210 Hamilton Nat’l Bank Bldg 
Knoxville Tennessee 


WALTER MELCHIOR 
Box 192 
Appleton, Wisconsin 


WILLIAM HILLIER 
135 South LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


HOWARD LESTER 
100 William Street 
New York 38, New York 


CLARENCE MELLEN 
Broadway 
New York 38, New York 


GEROLD DUNN 
210 West Seventh Street 
Los Angeles 14, California 


EARL THOMAS 
900 Lamar Life Building 
Jackson Mississippi 


Fidelity Surety Insurance: 


JOHN SWEET, Chairman 
1015 Joseph Vance Buiiding 
Seattle Washington 


THOMAS GREAVES, JR. 
622 First National Bank 
Mobile, Alabama 


FRANK GARY 
900 Security Federal Bldg. 
Columbia, South Carolina 


RICHARD DINKELSPIEL 
405 Montgomery 
San Francisco California 


CARL SCHUMACHER, JR. 
1836 Bank Commerce 


New Orleans 12, Louisiana 


CHARLES FRANKLIN 
Box 2523 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 


JAMES CLARK 
1103 Comer Building 
Birmingham Louisiana 


Home Office Counsel: 


LEO GROSSMAN, Chairman 
3600 Euclid Avenue 
Cleveland 15, Ohio 


FRED DREXLER 
155 Sansome Street 
San Francisco California 


MILFORD LANDIS 
800 South Washington Street 
Van Wert, Ohio 


FRANK PURVIS, JR. 
2400 Canal Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana 
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DAN SHELL 
340 First National Bank Bldg. 
Jackson, Mississippi 


LLOYD BOAS 
901 Washington 
St. Louis Missouri 


STANLEY GARRITY 
505 Kansas Gas Electric 
Wichita, Kansas 


ROLAND MARBLE 
Box 158 
Jackson Mississippi 


PAUL RISHER 
1017 Walnut St. 
Des Moines, Iowa 


WARREN TUCKER 
180 Genesee Street 
New Hartford, New ‘York 


Life Insurance: 


DAVID PAYNE, Chairman 
1935 South Main Street 
Salt Lake City 10, Utah 


PAUL ROCA 
919 Title Trust Building 
Phoenix, Arizona 


BEN BURDICK 
570 First National Building 
Oklahoma City Oklahoma 


JOHN RIORDAN 
444 California Street 
San Francisco, California 


THEODORE WARREN 
4438 Main Avenue 
Ashtabula, Ohio 


MCEWAN 
108 East Central Avenue 
Orlando, Florida 


JOHN COTTON HOWELL 
1010 First Bank Bldg. 
Miami 32, Florida 


SAMUEL OREBAUGH 
1005 Merchants Bank Bldg. 
Cedar Rapids, 


WILLIAM MOONEY 
5201 Davenport Street 
Omaha 32, Nebraska 


JOE ORR 
437 Tenth Street 
Bowling Green, Kentucky 


FRANK PURVIS, JR. 
2400 Canal St. 
New Orleans, La. 


Insurance: 


ANTON VALUKAS, Chairman 
East Adams Street 
Chicago 


JEROME GREILSHEIMER 
Nassau Street 
New York 38, New York 


KLEBER MILLER 
909 Sinclair Building 
Fort Worth Texas 


JAMES GERAGHTY 
530 Minnesota Building 
St. Paul Minnesota 


ROBERT LAMB 
Post Street 
San Francisco California 


JOHN TUCKER 
First Federal Savings Bldg. 
Beaumont, Texas 


Regulation Insurance Companies: 


HAMILTON, JR., Chairman 
1401 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta Georgia 


HARRY COLMERY 
608 Bank Topeka Bldg. 
Topeka, Kansas 


KEITH KELLY 
809 Insurance Building 
Fort Worth Texas 


ARTHUR LAMANDA 
100 William St. 
New York 38, 


ARTHUR VORYS 
East Gay Street 
Columbus 15, Ohio 


LAKE FRAZIER 
Box 942 
Roswell, New Mexico 


RUSSELL NELSON 
417 Montgomery Street 
San Francisco, California 


PAUL HELLIWELL 
600 Brickell Avenue 
Miami 32, Florida 


LAWRENCE STERN 

Deputy Comm’r., Dept. 
Banking Ins. 

State House Annex 

Trenton, 


WILSON 
372 Bay St. 
Toronto Ont. 


LESLIE HAM 
460 St. John Street 
Montreal, Canada 


Trial Tactics: 


HUGH REYNOLDS, Chairman 
750 Consolidated Building 
Indianapolis, Indiana 


TRUMAN RUCKER 
Rucker Bldg., Sixth Frisco 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 


FRED STULTS, JR. 
504 Broadway, Suite 928 
Gary, Indiana 


WILBUR JONES 
East Broad Street 
Columbus 15, Ohio 


EMILE BERMAN 
100 William Street 
New York 38, New York 


ROYCE ROWE, JR. 
North LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


EDWARD SMITH 
307 Empire Building 
Columbus, Georgia 


WILLIAM VOELKER, JR. 
809 Central Bank Bldg. 
Peoria, 


CARL MILLER 
406 Citizens Building 
Decatur, 


ano 


TOM BARFIELD 
111 Sutter Street 
San Francisco Calif. 


Workmen’s Compensation 
Unemployment Insurance: 


MARK BRAUN, Chairman 
105 South LaSalle Street 
hicago 
PETER BEER 
806 Nat’l Bank Commerce 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana 


HANS HOLTORF, JR. 
1728 Broadway 
Gering, Nebraska 


PAT SHEEHAN 
Box 271 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 


JAMES DONALDSON 
123 William Street 
New York 38, New York 


FRED DREXLER 
155 Sansome Street 
San Francisco Calif. 


EDWARD MEREDITH 
West State Street 
Trenton, New Jersey 


CARROLL REDFORD 
208 West Washington St. 
Glasgow, Kentucky 


Vancouver 1962 Annual Meeting 
Committee 
WILLIAM EDDLEMAN, Chairman 


1705 Tower Building 
Seattle Washington 


WALTER STEWART OWEN 
1030 West Georgia Street 
Vancouver, British Columbia 
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JOHN GEARIN 
800 Pacific Building 
Portland, Oregon 


EDMUND O’BRIEN 
4750 Sheridan Road 
Chicago 40, Illinois 


EDWARD GERMAN 
1507 Packard Building 
Philadelphia Penn. 


WILLIAM BATTEY 
John Street 
New York, New York 


EDWARD BYRNE 
228 West College Ave. 
Appleton, Wisconsin 


WILLIAM 
1020 Norton Building 
Seattle Washington 


PAUL BRITTON PAINE 
717 West Pender Street 
Vancouver, British Columbia 


SIDNEY MOSS 
735 Van Nuys 
Los Angeles, Calif. 


VICTOR WERNER 
Broad Street 
New York, New York 


WILLIAM PORTEOUS, JR. 
2009 American Bank Bldg. 
New Orleans, Louisiana 


OBED CARLSON 
Fulton Street 
New York, New York 


PERRY FULLER 
North LaSalle Street 
Chicago 


New Members Admitted 


Annual Convention 


LYLE ALLEN, Heyl, Royster Voelker, 809 Central National Bank Bldg., Peoria, 
B.S. Northwestern Univ.; Columbia and Univ. Wis., LL.B. Adm. 
and Wis. bars 1950; Mem. Amer., Peoria County, Wis. Bar Ass’ns and Bar 
Ass’n 7th Fed. Cir.; Workmen’s Comp. Lawyes Ins. Attys. 


EDWARD BARRETT, Patterson, Patterson and Barrett, 404 Community National 
Bank Bldg., Pontiac, Michigan. A.B., LL.B. Univ. Mich.; Phi Delta Phi. Adm. 
Mich. bar 1948; Mem. Amer., Mich., and Oakland County Bar Ass’ns. 


ROY CAMPBELL, Farish, Keady Campbell, 119 Broadway, Greenville, 
Mississippi. A.B., LL.B. George Wash. Univ. Adm. Ark. bar 1939; Miss. bar 
1947. Mem. Amer., Miss. and Washington County Bar Ass’ns. 


HARRY DRUKER, Boardman, Cartwright Druker, Fremont Bldg., 
Iowa. B.A., J.D. Iowa State Univ. Phi Beta Kappa, Order Coif. Adm. Iowa 
bar 1931. Mem. Amer., Iowa and Marshall County Bar Ass’ns. City 
Marshalltown (1940-49). 


FREDERICK GASSERT, JR., Associate Counsel, Allstate Insurance Co., 7447 Skokie 
Skokie, LL.B. Fordham Univ. Adm. bar 1949. 


DOUGLAS HILLMAN, Luyendyk, Hainer, Hillman, Karr Dutcher, 216 Federal 
Square Bldg., Grand Rapids Michigan. A.B., LL.B. Univ. Mich. 
Mich. bar 1948. Mem. Amer., Mich. and Grand Rapids Bar 


DAVID KENDALL, JR., Thompson, Knight, Wright Simmons, 2300 Republic 
National Bank Bldg., Dallas Texas. A.B. Queens Coll., LL.B. Yale Univ. 
Order Coif. Adm. Texas bar 1952. Mem. Amer., Texas and Dallas Bar 


WILLIAM KNIGHT, JR., Knight Knight, 1203 Talcott Bldg., 321 West State 
St., Rockford, Illinois. A.B. Dartmouth Coll., J.D. Northwestern Univ. Adm. 
Ill. bar 1953. 


DONALD LABBE, Vorhiees, Labbé, Vorhiees, Fontenot Leonard, 718 South 
Buchanan St., Box 3527, Lafayette, Louisiana. LL.B. Georgetown Univ. 
Adm. La. bar 1923. Mem. Amer., La. and Lafayette Bar Ass’ns. Fellow, Amer. 
Coll. Trial Lawyers. 


RAY MIZE, Meindl, Mize Kriesien, 1431 American Bank Bldg., 621 S.W. Morrison 
St., Portland Oregon. Ore. State Coll., LL.B. Univ. Are. Phi Alpha Delta. 
Adm. Ore. bar 1936. Mem. Amer., Ore. and Multnomah County Bar 
Special agent, F.B.I. (1939-42). 


GENE PRUET, Cooper Gary, 900 Security Federal Bldg., Columbia South 
Carolina. B.S., LL.B. Univ. Okla. Phi Delta Phi. Adm. Okla. bar 1950, 
Car. 1951. Mem. Amer., Okla., Car. and Richland County Bar 
Special Asst. Atty. Gen. S., Tax Div., Dept. Justice (1950-51). 


LEO WALCOM, Walcom Harmon, Post Street, San Francisco, California. A.B. 
St. Mary’s Coll., Univ. Calif. and Hastings Call. Law, LL.B. Adm. Calif. 
bar 1936. Mem. Calif. Bar Ass’n, Lawyers Club San Francisco. 


JACK CLIFFORD, Vice President, claims, Cosmopolitan Insurance Company, 4620 
North Sheridan Road, Chicago, A.B. Loyola Univ., LL.B. Harvard Univ. 
Adm. bar 1949, Mich. 1953. 
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1961 Biographical Roster Changes 


The following additional changes and corrections the 1961 Bio- 
graphical Roster the Federation Insurance Counsel members are noted 
since its publication. Please put this sheet with your 1961 Roster. These 
changes not include the new members admitted since publication the 
Roster, whose names and partial biographical sketches appear page 78. 


(p. 11) 

Beauchamp, Edwin (change firm name to:) 
Lewis, Roca, Scoville, Beauchamp 
Linton. 

Cheifetz, Walter (change firm name to:) 
Lewis, Roca, Scoville, Beauchamp 
Linton. 

Kelso, Robert Charles (change firm name 
to:) 
Lewis, 
Linton. 

Roca, Paul (change firm name to:) 
Lewis, Roca, Scoville, Beauchamp 
Linton. 


Roca, Scoville, Beauchamp 


(p. 14) 
Loomis, John (change firm address to:) 


1010 Wilshire Blvd.; 
(add:) (wife: Isabelle) 
(p. 17) 
Leo (add after Conn. Bar 
Ass’n:) 
Vice Pres. 1961-62) 
(add before 
Amer. Coll. Trial Lawyers; Intl. Ass’n 
Ins. Couns. 
(p. 18) 

Stewart, William (add before firm:) 
Fellow, Amer. Coll. Trial Lawyers; 
Intl. Ass’n Ins. 

(change res. address to:) 
10500 Burbank Dr., Potomac, Bethesda 
14, Md.; (wife: Bridget). 

(pp. 21-22) 

Fulton, Charles (change read:) 
Washington Lee Univ., LL.B. Univ. 
Fla.; Adm. Fla. Bar 1935; Mem. 
Palm Beach Co. (Pres. 1950) and Fla. 
(Bd. Gov. 1950-51, Pres. 1961-62) 
Bar Ass’ns.; Ass’t. Atty. Gen., State 
Fla., Acting States Atty. Palm Beach 
Co.; Fulton Burns, 908 Comeau Bldg. 
res. 322 Colonial Rd.; (wife: Imogene). 


(p. 23) 
Young, Jr. (change firm name to:) 
Foley, Chappell, Young Hollis 


Guam 
Delete Taitano, Richard Insurance 
Commissioner and insert: 
Ingling, George 


(p. 24) 
Streit, Edward (change firm name to:) 
Sears, Streit, Tyler Dryer 


(p. 35) 
Buckingham, Ben 
Delete front name 
(p. 36) 
Seitzinger, Edward 
Delete front name 


(p. 40) 

Franklin, Charles (change read:) 
LL.B. Wash. Univ., (Civil Law) Loy- 
ola Univ. South; Adm. La. bar 1955, 
Mo. 1948, Iowa 1950, Mem. La., Mo., 
Iowa, St. Louis, New Orleans, Amer. 

Sec.), and Baton Rouge Bar 

Ass’ns; (Past President) Deep South 

Chapter C.P.C.U.; Instructor, Ins. Law, 

La. St. Univ.; Seale, Hayes, Smith, 

Keogh Franklin, P.O. Box 2523; res. 

514 Tinley Dr.; (wife: Jane). 


(p. 41) 
Porteus, William A., Jr. 
(correct name to:) 
Porteous, William A., Jr. 


(add:) (wife: Lois) 


(p. 43) 
Morrison, Robert (change last lines 
Designee Inst. CPCU; Pres., School 
Ins. Inc.; Morrison, Mahoney Mil- 
ler, State St. (9); res. Bacon 
Wellesley Hills; (wife: Norma). 


(p. 45) 
Doyle, Austin (change last lines 
lines 
Lovell St. 


(p. 47) 

(1956-60) State Senate (1960-64) Di- 
rector, Amer. Liberty Life Ins. Co.; 
Office, Waters Bldg.; res. 1620 Chicka- 
saw Dr.; (wife: Teresa). 


(p. 57) 
Delete Kennedy, Harold 


(p. 59) 
Curtis, Reid (add firm name:) 
Curtis, Hart Munro 
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Ill. 
Bar 
dm. 
ille, 
bar 
ty., 
im. 
iv, 
ate 
ith 
iv. 
er. 


tCoy, Virgil 
(transpose under Greer, South 


Carolina; (delete last two lines and 
Pres., Dixie Fire Cas. Co. and 


Southern Home Ins. Co., 112 Main 
St. 
(p. 62) 
Werner, Victor (change address to:) 
Douglaston, 


(p. 66) 
Crabbe, Roth (change firm name and ad- 
dress to:) 
Dresbach, Crabbe, Newlon, Collopy 
Bilger, Long St. (15) 


(p. 67) 
Delete Stonell, Edward Supt. In- 
surance and insert: 
Mullins, Robert L., superintendent Insur- 
ance. 


(p. 74) 
Insert new caption, 
Greer, South Carolina 
(transpose Virgil Coy from 60) 


(p. 75) 
McConnell, 
Delete Phi Delta Phi. 


(p. 76) 
Tyne, George Henry 
Delete Suite 718 from office address 
Bldg. 


David (add:) 
Vice Pres. before Gen. Counsel 3rd 
from last line 


(p. 84) 
Barber, Norton 
(wife: Marcia) 


Fitts, Osmer (change lines thru 
read:) 
yers Armed Services 1958, Ch. Hse. 
Del. 1960-62, Vt. (Pres. 1949), Wind- 
ham Co. (Pres., 1960) Bar Ass’ns; 
Amer. Coll. Trial Lawyers (Regent, 
1954) Amer. Couns. Ass’n; Amer. Coll. 
Probate Attys.; Reporter Decisions, 
Vt. Sup. Ct. (1940-42); Judge Adv. 
Ass’n. (Dir. 1943-45, 1952-); Author, 
Revelations Telegenesis, The Practice 
Law Small New England Town; 


Fitts Olson, High St.; 


res. 


Chestnut Hill; Dorothy). 


Feen, Pearley (add:) 
(wife: Edith) 


LL.B. Cornell Univ.; Delta Theta 


(wife: 


former Del. Vt. Bar Hse. 
Amer. Bar), Vt. State (1st 
and Chittenden Co. Bar 
Wilson, Coffrin Hoff, 178 Main 
res. 289 College St.; (wife: 


Delete Miller, Alexander Ins. 
and insert: 


Pingree, David A., Insurance 


Ryan, Charles Francis 
(change ref. Vt. Bar to:) 
(V. Pres.) 


Watterman, Sterry 
(change ref. Vt. Bar to:) 
(Past Pres.) 
(wife: 


p. 89) 
Harkin, Bernard (change firm to:) 
Kluwin, Dunphy, Hankin Hays, 


Frances) 
(p. 92) 
Geo. (change title to:) 
Pres. and Gen. Mgr. 
Wilson (change firm name 
address to:) 
McLean, Campbell, 
Kerr, 372 Bay St. 


Rogers, Lyons 


(p. 93) 
Delete Whitehead, Roy Supt. In- 
surance and insert: 
Richards, Cecil, Supt. Insurance 


(p. 97) 

Delete Kennedy, Harold 
(p. 98) 

Miller, Alexander 


(p. 100) 
Delete Taitano, Richard 


surance and insert: 
Robert Mullins, Supt. Insurance 


Adm. Vt. bar 1932; Mem. 


1ce 


